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We ean not foresee what may happen, and if we are disposed
to enter into the contract at all, all that we ought to do is to
leave the law to determine the value of the property and not to
attempt at this time to create one test of the value of the
property and impose it to the exclusion of all others.

DBut that is not all. Allowance is made for deterioration, and
tlien the bill provides:

If any of the existing structures In estimating such efficiency, to-
gether with the falr value of other properties herein defined, to which
not more than 10 per cent may be added to compensate for the expendl-
ture of initial cost and experimentation charges and other proper ex-
penditures in the cost of the plant which may not be represented in the
replacement valuation herein provided.

I think it very unsafe to attempt to set up any such standard
of value. We have never attempted to do it in any other subject.
It would be idle for Congress to attempt to set up a standard of
value by which the railway company should be measured, and
<o it is unwise, because it is impossible for the mind to compre-
hend or conceive the conditions which may exist at the time the
property is to be valued.

Therefore, Mr. President, for these three reasons—first, be-
cause we should not enter into any contract binding ourselves to
take the property upon the uncertain event named in the bill;
second, becausge the deseription of the property to be taken and
paid for is so general and so broad that it may embrace a great
deal of property that ought not to be taken by the Government
under the rule which is contended for by the advocates of the
bill; and, third, because we attempt here to institute a test or
standard for the valuation of the property that is not recognized
in the law, and that may work great injustice to the American
people—I could not vote for the bill, although, as I said in the
beginning, I am heartily in favor of a policy which will enable
the Government to employ the instrumentalities in existence, in
which it can do so with profit to itself, rather than to carry on
or construct the improvement directly. Notwithstanding these
things, the two defects I have pointed out are so serious and
they establish, in my opinion, a precedent go dangerous that I
could not give my assent to the bill.

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me?

Myr. CUMMINS, Certainly.

Mr. GALLINGER. I have been interested in the Senator’s
dizcussion of the guestion. There is a great deal of agitation
in the public mind just now as to Government ownership of
public utilities, T wonld like to ask the Senator this question.
Supposing the Government concluded to take over the electriec-
lighting plant of the Distriet of Columbia, as an illustration,
upon what basis would the Senator think the Government ought
to compensate the present owners? Would not the Senator
think that they ought to get at least the full value of the
property ?

Mr. CUMMINS, Certainly. I would employ the word “ fair”
instead of * full.”

Mr. GALLINGER. *“Fair” is a better word.

Mr. CUMMINS. It is the word that is ordinarily used.

Mr. GALLINGER. It is a better word. It seems to me from
the reading of the bill, as the Senate has read it, that is all that
is contemplated in the bill that is now before us.

Mr. CUMMINS. On the contrary, as I look at it, if that rule
were applied to any public-utilities company, at least any with
which I am familinr, the chances are that the public would
pay a great deal more than the fair value of the property for it.

1 will give the Senator an illustration. In the taking over,
we will say, of railroad property, if the Government were to
undertake to become the owner of the railroad property of the
conntry and pay for the terminals and for the rights of way
through the country and through the cities and towns at the
rate which adjoining property commands for other purposes,
in my opinion the railroads would receive vastly more than
the fair value of their property.

Mr. GALLINGER. T should think that was probably true.

Mr. CUMMINS. And just so in the city of Washington.

Mr. GALLINGER. But would not the Government in that
transaction pay only what the corporation had paid?

Mr. CUMMINS. Not at all. On this theory it would pay the
cost of reproduction. What is the cost of reproduction? It is
the cost of going from one end of the line to the other and buy-
ing at prevailing rates or condemming under the rules of the
law property at the value which that property now bears.

Mr. GALLINGER. I would not so construe if, but I may be
wrong. I am not a lawyer. It seems to me it would be a re-
production on the basis of the original development, rather than
saying that they should go out and buy other property equiva-
lent in area at greatly. increased prices beyond what the corpo-
ration paid.

Mr., CUMMINS. DMoreover, suppose some new device or de-
vices were to come into useé that would obviate the generation
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of power in the way in which it is now generated. We can not
tell what may happen in that respect. This bill wounld reguire
us to pay for the reproduction value of the sort of property of
the efficlency suggested here, namely, the efliciency of the plant
originally constructed.

Mr. GALLINGER. It seems to me the Government could
well afford to make generous compensation, rather than to build
a competing line and go into a disastrous cowmpefition with a
domestic corporation.

Mr. CUMMINS. Undoubtedly it could; but, after all, it
ought to pay in every instance, if it pays anything, the fair
value. As is well recognized by the courts, there is no single
test for fair value. It is a result reached by consideration of
many conditions, many circumstances, and many facts.

Mr, BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I move that the Senate
take a recess until 12 o'clock noon to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to, and (at 5 o'clock and 45 minutes
p. m., Friday, February 14) the Senate took a recess until
Saturday, February 15, 1913, at 12 o'clock meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Frioay, February 1, 1913.

~The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer :

Our Father in heaven, lead Thou us on by the light of Thy
grace. We do not ask to see the distant scene: one step is enough
for us. Each day brings its own duties and responsibilities.
Help us to discharge them in accordance with the light Thou
hast given us, and give us strength to bear each burden, that we
may be prepared for the next step; and all praise we will give
fo Thee; in the spirit of the Master, Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

PENSIONS.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 8314)
granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers
and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows and dependent
relatives of such soldiers and sailors, and I ask unanimous con-
gent that the bill be considered in the House as in the Committee
of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. The genfleman from Missourl asks unani-
mous consent that the bill be considered in the House as in the
Committee of the Whole, Is there objection?

Mr. BARTLETT. Reserving the right to object, I desire to

| ask the gentleman from Missouri how many of these bills he

intends to call up and pass to-day?

Mr. RUSSELL. There are three—all Senate bills and all small
ones. I believe it will not take more than 20 minutes to pass
them, as I understand there will be no objection to them.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill,

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws—

The name of Kate Brown, widow of William N. Brown, late of Com-
panies E and K, Sixty-fifth Regiment Illinols Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving.

The name of James R. Haldeman, late first lientenant Company E,
One hundred and ninety-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

The name of Mary Francis, widow of John A. Francls, late second
lieutenant Company ¥, Eighteenth Regiment Connceticut Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu
of that she Is now recelving.

The name of Jane De Graw, widow of Charles R. De Graw, late of
Company A, Twenty-second Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month In lieu of that she
is now recelving,

The name of Carrie Engberg, widow of Peter Engberg, late of Com-
pany G, Seventh Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, nnd pay her
a elnslon at the rate of §20 per month in lieu of that she is now re-
celving.

The name of Sarah E. McCann, widow of Francis McCann, late of
Company K, Fourth Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and
First Company, Second Battalion Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay her
a lpiinsion at the rate of §24 per month in lien of that she is now re-
celving.

The name of Susan M. Bumner, widow of John H. Sumner, Ilate
captain Company A, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a Penslou at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that she is
now recelving.

The name of Mary J. Anderson, widow of James 8 Anderson, late of
Company G, One hundred and twenty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.
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The name of John W, Anderson, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40
per month in llea of that he is now receiving.

The name of John B. Rodgers, late of Independent Battery F, Penn-
sylvania Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate
of £30 per month in lien of that he Is now receivini

The name of John G. Myers, late of Company A, One hundred and
fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Andrew J. Furry, late of Company E, First Regiment
United Btates Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Charles F. Cooken, late of Company F, Forty-fifth
Regiment Jowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay bim a pension at the rate
of 24 per month in leu of that he is now ving.

The name of William Robertson, late of Company C, Fourteenth Re;
ment United States Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of George W. Leslie, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lieu of that be 18 now recelving.

The name of William H. Weber, late of Company C, Thirty-sixth
Rlegiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him ‘a pension at the
rate of §30 per month In lieu of that he is now reeeiﬂ:if.

The name of Geo Ketzler, late of Company B, Fiftleth Regiment
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $£30
per month in lieu of that he is now recei *

The name of August Schurman, late of Company B, Seventy-fourth
Hegiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and Company C, Twentieth
Regiment Veteran Reserve Co and pay him a on at the rate
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Samuel J. Riley, late of Company C, Fifteenth Regi-
ment Missourl Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of William R late of Company F, Fifth Regi-
ment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lleu of that he is now recelving.

name lina Cadwell, widow of Giorge Cadwell, late of
Company B, Forty-ninth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she
is mow receiving.
Mt'ij"ha name ?PGeargx!a Wsrn{gkl. Iat:: o; Cgﬁmny }3’. One huandred and

Regiment Pennsylvania Velunteer In ry, an y him a pension
at the rate of £36 per month in lieu of that he is nosareeelvmg.

The name of Loufs M. Lea, late of Company D, One hundred and
forty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 5:5
slon at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is mow receiving.

The name of Thomas F, Stevens, late of Company B, One hundred
and twenty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infaniry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of £50 per month in llen of that he is now recelving.

The name of Darwin k, late of Company F, Ope hundred and
fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infamtry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of §30 per month In lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of David F. Stewart, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment
Indiana Velunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $56
per month in lien of that be is mow receiving.

The name of Nathan Vanaman, late of Company D, Twelfth Regiment
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Joseph Johmson, late of Company (§ Eighth Regiment
Illineis Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24
per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of John N. Postlethwait, late of Company A, Eleventh l'ttt?il-
ment West Virginia Velunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Johm Miller, late of Company H, B‘lrtg—second Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per
month in Heu of t he is now receiving.

he name of John O. Branson, late of Company B, One hundred and
thirty-fourth Regiment Indiana Velunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of %24 per month in lHea of thntrie is now receiving.

The name of Adam P. 8. Poisal, late of Company F, Second Potomac
Home Brigade Maryland Volunteer Infantrl\]r, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name o is M. Hanes, late of Company B, Eighth Regl-
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of %30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of John L. Skinner, jr., Ilnte second leutenant Company E,
One bundred and fortieth Regiment Illineis Volunteer Infantry, and
pay him a pension at tbe rate of $24 per month in Heun of that he is
now receiving,

The name of John P. Glenn, late of Company B, Eighth Regiment
Towsa Volunteer Cavalry, and Company I, SBeventeenth Regiment Veteran
Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in
Jieu of that he is now recciving.

The name of Willlam A. Stewart, late of Company A, Twenty-seventh
tegiment Towa Volunteer Intantrﬁ'. and pay him a pension at the rate
of $24 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The pame of William Turnbeaugh, late of Com ¥ E, Eighteenth
R'z;immt Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of §30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Julia A. Snedeker, widow of George W. Snedeker, late of
Company C, Eighty-fifth Regiment Indiana Voiunteer Infantry, and pay
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lien of that sh
recelving : Provided, That in the event of the death of Gertrude M.
Bnedeker, helpless and dependent child of said Gem('ﬁe W. Snedeker, the
additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And pro-
cided further, That in the event of the death of Julia A. Enedeker the
name of the said Gertrude M. SBnedeker shall be placed on the pension
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at
the rete of £12 per montih, from and after the date of death of sald
Julin A. Bnedeker.

The name of Martha R. Brown. widow of Preston W. Brown, late of
Company I, Feurth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
o n at the rate of $12 per month.

'he name of Elias Redmon, late of Company B, One hundred and
twenty-fourth Regiment United States Colored Vclunteer Infantry, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is
now

recel
The name of George Moffatt, late of Company B, Fifty-second Regl-
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay alm a pension at the rats
of £24 per month in lien of that be is now receiving.
The name of Kate F. Bage, widow of George D). Bage, late paymaster's

gteward, U. 8. 8. North Carolina and Coeur de Leon, United States

Navy, and pay her a [I» sion at the rate of £20 per month in lien of
that she I8 now receiving.

The name of M Van Winkle, widow of Barrack 8. Van Winkle
late of Company H, Thirty-first ieziment lowa Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a l)cm: on at the rate of §20 per month in liea of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Charles G. Glidden, late of Company C, Twenty-second
R ent Maire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of 830 per month in lleu of that he is now recelving,

The name of Clara V. King, widow of Charles King, late of Com-
pany B, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and Pn: her a
pelnslnn at the rate of $20 per month In lien of that she Is now re-
ce i

The name of James Griffey, late of Company FH, Twenty-seventh Regl-
ment United States Colored Volonteer Infantry, and pay him a penslon
at the rate of $40 per month In lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Sarah F. Boynton, widow of Iravid . Boynton, late of
Company B, Fifth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pet::ision at the rate of $20 per month in liea of that she is now
receiving.

The namo of Emiles PomerO{, late of Company K, Eighty-third Regi-
ment 'ennsylvania Volunteer nfnn!r{. and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in leu of that he Is now recelving,

The name of Fannie M. me]e, widow of Fernando I’age, late of Com-
pany K, Third Reglment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay ber a
pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Thomas Gannon, late of T7. 8. 8. Sabine, Potomac, and
Stockdale, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of

$24 per month In lleu of that is now receiving.
The name of Orlan A. Hibl late of Commy A, Seventeenth RNegi-
ment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay a pension at the rate

of'l}BOpermonthaneuo!thathelsnowreee 4
*The name of Willlam H. Hall, late of Compan , Fourteenth Regi-
ment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a penslon at the
rate of $30 per month In lHeu of that he is now recelvlngf

The name of William T. Francls, late of Company C, Thirtieth Regl-
ment Kentucky Volunteer Inmntri. and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lien of that he 18 now receiving.

The name of Marshall D. House, late of Company (, Sixteenth -
ment Connectlcut “Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Henry necm:ﬁ late of Company G, irteenth Regi-
ment Kentucky Volumteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of 30 per month in lien of that he Is now receiving.

The name m J. Wood Warren AL Wood, late of

. widow of
Company H, ent Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery,
gd pnrr;hgl v.i pension at the rate of $20 per month In lieu of that she
oW

The name of

:Phrnjm Benedict Huﬂ)hy. alias Ephraim Benedict, late
of Company B, Six as

ty-first Regiment sachusetts Volunteer Infantry,
and pay him a pen at the rate of $24 per month in llen of that he
is now receiving,

The name of Jay Doty, late of Company C, Twenty-third Regiment
Connectient Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Lorengo F. Nolan, late of Company I, Forty-fourth Regi-
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of ﬁa h_in lien of that he is now receiving.

e G. Cummings, late of Compauny I, Twentleth
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $36 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

e name of Viectoria L. McHone, widow of Lewls McITone, late
second leutenant Company B, Ninth Regiment Kansans Volunteer Cav-
alry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien of
that she is now remlvini

The name of Margaret L.

former widow of Willlam B.
Hooper, late of Company L,

ogrson,
Fi Regiment New Jersey Volunteer
Cayvalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 month.

The name of Daniel Hand, late of Company K, Eighty-eighth Regiment
Indiana &lunt&er Infantry, and pay him a pension at rate of $12
per mon !

The name of Horace C. Webber, late of Company L, First Reglment
Maine Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $560 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

he name of Stan H. Husted, late a:s Company I}, First Regiment

Volunteer Heavy Artmer% second {Ieutenam Company
F, Twelfth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Hmrﬂ Artillery,
and pay him uﬁ;:_uslon at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that
he Is now receiving,

The name of Joseph Cassiday, late of Company C, Second Regiment
Maryland Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lieu of that he Is now receiving.

The name of William L. Sheafl, late of Company I, One hundred and
twenty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay hbin
a p?nls;on at the rate of § per month In lieu of that he is now
recelving.

The name of Tonls C. Emmett, late of Company C, First Regiment
Oregon Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24
per month in liea of that he is now receiving.

The name of Christian Bowman, late of Company D, Two hundred
and first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him n
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Stephen Collar, late of Company F, Thirteenth Regiment
Michignn Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
£30 per month in lienu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Baxter Johnson, late of Company 1, Seventh Regiment
Mich Volunteer Infantry, and Company I, Twenty-eighth Regiment
Uni States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month In lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Mary H. Allen, widow of Charles G. Allen, Iate captain
CmnpanL D, Fourteenth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer
Heavy Artillery, and pay her a
in lieu of that she is now receiv :

The name of Georgiana Packard, widow of George W. Packard, Iate
of Compan; th Ninth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and Com-

jon at the rate of $20 per month

pany G, E United States Veteran Volunteer Infaniry,
and her a on at the rate of $24 per month In leu of that
she Is nmow rece A

The name of Josephine E. Miller, widow of Abraham B. Miller, late
pilot, U. 8. B, Minnesota, Unlted States Navy, and pay her a pension
at the rate of §12 per month.

The name of Della H. Austin, widow of John F. Austin, late cap-
iain Company M, Seventeenth Regiment Illinols Volunteer Cavalry, and
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fay her n pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that she
E NOW rece vh;g.

The name Wendell P. Hood, late of Company F, Forty-eighth*
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $50 per month in Heu of that he Is now recelving.

The name of Lucy Gamble, widow of David W. Gamble, late of Com-

ny C, Fifteenth Eegiment West Virginla Volunteer Infantry, and pay

er Iaim.-lmim: at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that she is mow
receiving,

The name of Elizabeth Croft, widow of Willlam M. Croft, late of
Company A, Ninth Hegiment Pennsylvania Reserves Volunteer Infantry,
and Company B, One hundred and ninetieth Regiment Pennsylvan
Volunteer 1 , and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month
in lieu of that she is now recelving.

The name of Stephen B. Johnson, late of Company I, Eleventh Regi-
ment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lien of that he is now recelving,

The name of Ferdinand O. Tennison, late of Company D, Third Regi-
ment Missonrd State Militia Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lien of that he is now recei\‘ingl:

The name of Thomas Moody, late of Company F. Second Regiment
Missourl SBtate Militia Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lieu of that he Is now reeeiving.

The name of Charles Belknap, late of Company E, Nineteenth Regi-
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lieu of that be is now receiving.

With the following committee amendments:

Page 2, line 21, strilie ont “ $24" and insert “ $20."
Page 6, strike out lines 9 to 12, inclusive,
Page 13, strike out lines 7 to 10, inclusive.

The amendments were severally read, considered, and
agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered fo a third reading, and was
accordingly read the third time, and passed.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr, Speaker, I call up the bill (8. 8274)
granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers
and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows and dependent
relatives of such soldiers and sailors, and I ask unanimous con-
sent that this bill be considered i» the House as in Committee
of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mous consent that the bill be considered in the House as in
Committee of the Whole. Is there objection?

There was no ebjection.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, cte., That the SBecretary of the Imterior be, and he Is
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subjeet to
the provisions and limitations of the fon laws—

The name of Willlam Q. Mahan, !:te of Company G, Thirty-third
Regiment Iilinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him ‘a pension at the
rate of $50 per month In lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Elmer Howe, late of Company L, Twenty-second Regi-
ment New York Volunteer L‘amlrﬁ, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now rocelvlao

he name of Anmle George, widow of Philip rge, alias Archie
Thompson, late of Company G, Thirteenth Legiment Wisconsin Vol-
unteer Infantry. and pay her a pension &t the ratc of $20 per month in
lieu of that she is mow receiving.

The name of Flavius J. Jordan, late of Company L, Thirteenth Regi-
ment Missourl Velunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
£30 per month in lieu- of that he Is now recelvinr.

The name of Ellen BE. Payne, widow of Charles W. Payne, jr., late
of Compa.nf , Bix t Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her Ir.tlpens on at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving. ¥

The name of Sarah A. Perkins, widow of George A. Perkins, late of
Company A, One hundred and eleventh Regiment New York Volunteer
Infantry, and P” her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of John Murphy, late of Oo:ﬁzﬂg.ny C, First Regiment New
Hampshire Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$40 per month in licu of that he is now receiving.

The name of John M. Guthrle, late of Company B, Twenty-fourth
Itegiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of 324 per month in lien of that he is now mceivlni.

The name of Fannle L. Graham, widow of John L. Graham, late of

*Company B, Bixth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay

her a pension at the rate of $§12 per month.

The name of Reuben Bronson, late of Company E, Forty-eighth Regi-
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Mary E. Briggs, widow of 'Benagor A. Briggs, late of
Company D, Thirtleth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her !n 1Eetu:lu:m at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving,

The name of Susannah Elmore, former widow of James B. Long, late
of Company G, Ninety-ninth Heﬁlment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate o fﬂl'z per month.

"i‘he name of John Dodglon. late of Company F, Fifth Regiment
Provisional Enrolled Missouri Militia, and pay him a pension at the
rate of §24 per month In lieu of that he is now rmlvi:gz.

The name of Wiley C. Hunter, late of Company A, Second Regiment
North Carolina Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $24 per month in lien of that he Is now receiving.

The name of James A. Swaney, late of Company D, Feortieth Regi-
ment Missourl Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recelr!n%;

The name of Aldano Neal, late of Capt. Chandler’s company,
National Guards, New Hampshire Militia, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $20 per month in Hen of that he is now recelving.

The name of Samuel Blliott, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment
Pennsylvania Reserves Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a penslon at
the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Willlam Cook, late of Company A, Ninety-fifth Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving,

The name of Henrg BE. Hayes, late second lientenant Company I,
Tenth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension

at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is mow recelving.

The mame of Samuel M. Bkelton, late of Company F, Ninety-first
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of 330 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Elijah H. Spencer. late of Companies B and II, Twenty-
first Hegiment Missourl Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of James H. Cowan, late of Company K, Fifteenth Regi-
ment Missourl Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of William H. Chapman, late of Comgany B, Fourth Retf-
ment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in Heu of that he s now receiving.

‘he name of Warner P. Price, late of Company A, Fifteenth Regi-
ment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $36 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Jacob Bowseg late of Company C, Fourth Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Henry Basemann, late of E‘ompany B, Twelfth Regi-
ment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Elmer Joseph, late of Comp G, Fifty-third Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay h{m a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in Hen of that he is now receiving.

The name of Lorvemzo Blrch, late of Compan{ D, Eighty-seventh
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Daniel Van Syckel, late of C::?any Forty-seventh
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, pay him a pension
at the rate of r month in lHeu of that he Is now recelving.

The name of Frederick H. Willlams, late of Company I, Tb.ll?fyﬂrst
Itegiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and Company E, Eigteeuth
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Titus Rexroad, now known as Titus 8. Rector, late of
Company A, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment United States
Calored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Martha A. Johfson, widow of Albert H. Johnson, late
of Company H, First Battalion, Fourteenth Regiment United States In-
fantry, a pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien of
that she is now receiving.

The name of John Moulton, late of Compnnly K, Third Regiment Ver-
mont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per
month in lien of that he is now receiving. [

The name of James B. Davis, late quartermaster sergeant Sixth i-
ment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in leu of that he is now receivi%.

The name of Sarah F. Elwell, widow of William H. Elwell, late act-
ing engign, United States Navy, and pay her a ﬁnﬂon at the rate of
£20 per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

‘The name of Lyman B. Gillett, late of Comgg;y K, Twenty-third
Regiment Illinecis Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the
rate of $24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Sarah J. Wilson, former widow of Reason H. Wilson,
late of Company G, Fourteenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

he mame of Oliver Jones, late of Company G, Eighth Regiment
Minnesota Volunteer Inf. , and pay him a pension at the rate of
$50 per month in len of that he is now receiving.

The name of Abel Grovenor. late captain Company C, Hatch's Inde-
pendent Battallon Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Henry Harris, late of Company D, First Regiment West
Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pem;{un at the rate of $30
per month in lieu of that he Is now receiving.

The name of Byron AL Btandish, late of Company K, One hundred
and forty-fifth Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, and pay him
a 1pelslmiml. at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re-
ceiving.

ng.

The name of Jane Btarrett, widow of Willlam P. Starrett, late of
Company F, One hundred and fifty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volun-
teer Infantry, and Paly her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Willlam IL. Warren, late of Company C, Seventeenth
Regiment Connecticut Volunteer lnfant:{; and pay him a pension at
the rate of $30 per month in leu of that he is now receiving.

The name of George W. Bills, late of Company E, Second Regiment
Potomac Home Brigade, Maryland Volunieer Infantry, and him a
pe;n:ion at the rate of $30 per month in Heu of that he is now re-
celving,

Thegname of James R, C. Fink, Jate of Company M, Becond Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$36 per month in lleu of that he Is now recelving.

The name of Arthur F, McNallty, late of Company K, Twelfth Regi-
ment West Virginia Volunteer In atmg, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in leun of that he is now recciving.

The name of Walter Niles, late of Company A, Twenty-fourth Regi-
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of 1?30 per month in llen of that he is now receiving.

he name of Amos R. Sutton, late of Company K, Twenty-sixth Regi-
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of John H. Howlett, late of Capt. Degge's Company A,
Fifth Battalion District of Columbia Militia Infantry, and pay him a
peusion at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of George W. Youngs, late of Company D. SBixth Regiment
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$50 per month In leu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Frankie E. Bedell, widow of B{épn C. Bedell, late of
Company L, Seventh Regiment Michlgan Volunteer Cavalry, and Com-
pany C, Third Reglment Veteran Iteserve Corps, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Joseph Cole, late of Company F, Thirty-fourth ment
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Jonas Skinner, late of Company B, Eif;htshwcond Regi-
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of William Aonks, late captain Company K, Sixteenth Regi-
ment Missourl Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
§50 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Inger A, Steensrud, widow of Anthon A. Steensrud, allas
Anthony Olson, late of Company B, Sixth Hegiment Wisconsin Volunteer
Infantry, and Company B, Twenty-first Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps,
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and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that she

is now rer:eivin% &

_The name of Renhard Hnb!ﬁ. late of Battery I, First Regiment West
Virginia Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate
of 524 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Marion O, Brown, late of Company C, Second Regiment
Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §$30
per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

_The name of John E. Watkins, Iate of Company G, Third Reziment
Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month In lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Samuel Green, late of Company H, Fifth Regiment
United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month In lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of George H. Batchelder, late of Company 1), Fourth Regi-
ment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lien of that he is now rccelv!n%

The name of Geor{e H. Torrence, late of Company B, Two hundred
and sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lleu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Levi H. Hahn, late of Company I, Forty-fifth Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of 824 per month in lleu of that he is now recelving}i
¥ The name of Joseph Johnson, late of Company B, Eleventh Regiment
Connecticut Volonteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$39 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Arbell Skaggs, widow of John C. Skaggs, late of Com-
any E, Thirty-seventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay

er a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Clara H. Scott, widow of David E. Scott, late of Com-
pany D, Twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

he name of Charles W. Ash, late of Company €, Thirty-third Regl-
ment, and Company I, Twenty-sixth Regiment, Kentucky Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay him a penslon at the rate of £30 per month in leu of
that he is now receiving.

The name of William H. Clouser, late of Company 1, Eighty-fourth
Regiment I'ennsylvania Volnnteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving,

The name of Thomas 8. Underwood, late of Battery B, Third Regi-
ment United States Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of

24 per month In lea of that he is now receiving.

_ The name of Charlotte Lewis McMahon, widow of Michael McMahon,
late of Company I, Eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artil-
lery, and former widow of Merritt Lewis, late of Company K, Seventh
Llegiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pénsion at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of George W. Thompscon, late of Company D, Thirty-sev-
enth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infanl'ra', and pay him a pension at
the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Frederick D, Skinner, late musician, band, Fifth Regi-
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a penslon at the rate
of £12 per month.

Tie name of Catherine Benson, widow of Andrew J. Benson, late of
Battery B, First Reglment Michigan Volunteer Light Artillery, and
pay her a pension at the rate of !ﬁu per month in lien of that she is
now receiving. ‘

The name of William Pufnam, late chaplain One hundred and six-
tieth Regiment New York Volunteer lnmmrf; and pay him a pension
at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Ezekiel R. Thomas, late of Company D, Nineteenth Reg-
iment Malne Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$40 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Lucins E. Eletcher, late of Company H, Fourth Regi-
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him n pension at the rate
of 830 per month in lleu of that he iz now receiving.

The name of Samuel E. Merriam, late of Company A, Tenth Regi-
ment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and Battery E, First Regiment
United States Artlller{. and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per
month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The mame of Willlam J. Hedl, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment,
and Company II, Nineteenth Regiment, Maine Volunteer Infantry, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in llea of that he is

now recelving.

The name of Andrew E. Clark, late eaptain Company F, Twenty-
sixth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of [saac A. Conant, late of Company I, Twenty-sixth Regi-
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Thomas McKenna, late of Company A, IMirst Regiment
Connectieut Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Ophella A. Comstock, widow of Danlel E. Comstock,
late of Company K, Twenty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a peénsion at the rate of $20 per month in lien
of that she is now recelving.

The name of Mary J. Weeks, widow of William I. Weeks, late of
Company I, Third Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and
Company K, Fifteenth Regiment, and Company I, Second Regiment,
New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay ber a pension at the rate of
$20 per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Lurlette 8. Case, widow of John E. Case, late of Com-
mny B, Sixteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry. and pay
Ler a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she iz now
receiving.

The name of Adaline Minnett, widow of Charles W. Minnett, late of
Company F, Twenty-first Regiment New Jersey Voluntieer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of John . K. Ayers, late of Company I, Eighth Reziment
Missouri Volunteer Iuramrrﬁ. and pay him a pension at the rate of $36
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Anna M. Johnson. widow of John B. Johnson, late eap-
tain Company D, One hundred and thirty-seventh Regiment Illinois Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in
lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Thomas B. Foutty, late of Company C, Second Regiment
West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
£36 per month in lieu of that he is now recciving.

The name of Moses Rowell, late of Company I, Eleventh Regiment,
and Company I, Sixth Hegiment, New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry,

and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving,
+* The name of Huldah Nesbitt, former widow of Allen Nesbitt, late of
Company K, Thirty-fifth Regiment lowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of £20 per month.

The name of Charles 8. Penley, late of Company H, Twenty-third
Regiment Aaine Volunteer Infantry, and unassigned company, Maine
State Guards, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in
lien of that he is now mivlnf.

The name of David H. Gray, late of Company A, Fourteenth Regiment
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

_ The name of John Sn{der, late of Company K, Thirty-first Regiment
New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and Company C, One hundred and
thirt{-ﬂrth Regiment Ohio Natlonal Guard Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Mary M. Croft, widow of Charles I. Croft, late hospital
steward, First Regiment California Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pe!milon at the rate of $12 per month in lien of that she is now re-
celving.

_The name of Riley Hawley, late of Company I, Forty-fourth Regiment
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The pame of Mary E. Workman, widow of Btephen II. Workman, late
of Company G. One hundred and seventeenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of
that she is now receiving.

The name of Hellen L. Chatfield, widow of Markus M. Chatiield, late
of Company B, First Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pe’nslion at the rate of $20 per month in lleu of that she is now re-
celving.

The name of John Sanderson, late of Company A, Fifty-eighth Regl-
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving,

The name of Caroline J. McBratney, widow of Sherman McBratney,
late of Company M, Tenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $12 ?er month.

The name of John C. Vennum, late of Company B, Seventy-fifth Regi-
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
£36 per month in llen of that he is now receiving.

The name of Jobhn Painter, late of Company ¢, First Regiment Ar-
kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $38 per
month in lieu of that he is now l‘@l’.Pi\'lD%.

The name of Lefford Mathews, late of Company D, IMirst Regiment
Arkansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40
per month in lien of that he is now receiving,

The name of Francls W. Crumpton, late of Company B, Second Regi-
‘ment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $40 per month in leu of that he is now receiving.

The name of John Wells, late of Company A, Second Regiment Rhode
Island Velunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per
month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Charles Herbstreith, late of Company F, Eleventh Regi-
ment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
£24 per month in lien of that he I8 now receiving.

The name of Joseph Girdler, late of Company C, Second Regiment
Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Harvey T. S8mith, late of Company B, One hundred and
forty-ninth Regiment I'ennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $24 Per month in liea of that he is now recelving.

The name of Francis M. Blghop, alias Marion F. Bishop, late first
lientenant Company B, First Regimeéent Michigan Volunteer Infantry,
and captain Company H, Second Regiment United States Volunteer In-
ran!rg, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per moanth in lieu of
that he is now receiving.

The name of Richard T. Blaikie, late of Company B, Eilghty-second
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay bim a pension at
the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Marcellus B, Kent, late of Company I, Forty-sixth Regi-
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $40 per month In lien of that he Is now receiving.

e name of George W. Seymour, late of Company D, Twenty-second
Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $30 per month In lien of that he Is now receiving,

The name of Lucinda M. Fuller, widow of Henry A. Fuller, late of
Company M, First Regiment New Hampshlre Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of John Emanuel Smith, late of Twenty-sixth Unattached
Company, Massachusetts Militia Infantry, and pay him a penslon at
the rate of £30 per month in lien of that he Is now receiving. o

The name of Catherlne Soper, widow of Edward B. Soper, late of
Company (, Twenty-second Reglment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The following committee amendments were read:

Page 2, line 24, strike out * $40" and insert * $30."
I'age 8, strike out lines 19 to 22, inclusive.
l’a;)ze 0, strike out lines 23 and 24, and page 10, strike out lines 1
and 2,
Page 13, strike out lines O to 14, inclusive.
Page 190, strike out lines 9 to 12, Igclusive.
Page 19, strike out lines 17 to 20, inclusive.

The amendments were severally read, considered, and agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, and was
accordingly read the third time and passed.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (8. 8178)
granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers
and sailors of the Civil War and to certain widows and de-
pendent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, and I ask that
the bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the
Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alissouri calls up the
bill 8. 8178, and asks unanimous consent that the bill be consid-
ered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. Is there ob-
jection?

There was no objection. ol
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, efe., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to
the provisions and limitations of the ion laws—

The name of Michael Liebhart, late of Company II, Twenty-sixth
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infan and pay him a pension at the rate
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of William M. Copecland, late of Company D, Seventeenth
Negiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of 820 per month In leu of that he is now receiving.

The name of . Belle Piatt, widow of Abraham 8. Platt, late colonel
of the Thirteenth and Thirty-fourth Regiments Ohio Volunteer Infantry,
and brigadier general, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $12 per month,

The name of Charles Stewart, late of TU. 8. 8, Aorse, United States
Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month In lieu of
that he is now recelving.

The name of Robert §t. Whiteman, late of Company D, Sixth Regl-
ment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Joseph Lasier, jr., late of Company A, Sixtieth Regiment
New York Volunteer I try, an im a pension at the rate of $30
per month in llen of that he is now receiving.

The name of Stephen Rice, late of Company A, Second Regiment
North Carolina Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Isaac Hennlnﬁer late of Company B, Elevenih Regi-
ment Pennsylvanina Volunteer nfnntry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $40 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Ira Lyle, late of Company K, Thirteenth Regiment
Pennsylvania Voluntcer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Edgar W. Lauck, late of Company C, Fifteenth Repﬁ[-
ment West Virginia Volunteer Iniantr{, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now recelvtnﬁ.

The name of Geol Alexander, late of Company G, First Regiment
Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40
per month in lleu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Frank Laflame, late of Co%ny D, Seventy-sixth Regl-
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate of
$30 per month In lien of that he Is now receiving. "

The name of Carrie Kellogg, widow of Luman M. Kellogg, late of
Company B, Fifty-third REEFIngeut Wisconsin Velunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Jerome McWethy, late of Company G, Second Regl-
ment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$40 per month in lien of that he is now recaivl.ni

The name of Mary J. Irwin, widow of George Irwin, late of Com-
pany E, Third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and
pay hef:e‘l‘ lp(-nslon at the rate of $20 per mounth in lien of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Monroe J. Potts, late captain Company G, Thirty-first
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recelvinf.

The name of ITenry D. Jayne, late of Company B, Thirteenth Regi-
ment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $30 per month In lieu of that he is now receiving,

The name of Samuel R. Vose, late of Company B, Sixth Regiment,
and Company D, First Regiment, Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay him I:‘lrig(-uslon at the rate of $24 per month in llen of fhat he is
now recel »

The mmegot Jacob Lingenfelter, late of Company B, Two hundred
and sixth Regi.ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and an him a
;:ueru;llr.-l;m1 at the rate of $24 per month in liem of that be is now
receiving.

The :fama of Henry B. Spencer, late first lieutenant and adjutant,
One hundred and forty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
?ud pay hinil i'.l penslon at the rate of $24 per month in leu of that he

s now receiving.

The name urgﬂiram Rhodes, late of Company H, Nineteenth Regi-
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $40 per month In lien of that he is now receivluﬁ‘.

The name of M. Hale, late of Company B, Tenth Regiment
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Dennis MecCarty, 2d, late of Campany F, Fifteenth
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay bim a pensiom at the rate
of "130 per month in lien of that he is now melvtn%

Jesse Nott, late of Company G, Fifteenth Regiment

The name
N , and pay him a pension at the rate of $24

Missourl Volunteer Caval
per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Susan K, Miller, widow of Samuel I. Miller, late of
Company G, First Regiment Comnecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery,
and pay ber a penslon at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she
is now rpce!vln;h

The name of Daniel Tracy, late of Comgsny A, SBeventy-seventh Regi-
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Joseph A. Funk, late of Cumlps.ny D, One hundred and
thirty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Andrew W. Stevens, late capiain Com&mv K, One hun-
dred and forty-second Reglment, Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay
him a pension at the rvate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.

The gsm of Johm Mallet, late of Company ¥, One hundred and
twenty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.
The name of Francls Kramer, late of Company F, One hundred and
sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infaniry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $24 per month in llen of that he is now receiving.

The name of Martin Ressler, late of Company G, One hundred and
sixteenth Regiment New York Yolunteer Infantry, and pay him a -
slon at the rate of $30 per month In llen of that he 18 now receiving.

The name of John Scherff, late of Company C, Forty-sixth Regiment
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of John Gordon, late of Comﬁny B, Fifth Regiment Mas-
sachusetts Volunteer Cavalry, and pay ki a peénsion at the rate of
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Jackson Truit, late of Company D, Sixty-second Regl-
ment United States Colored Volunteer In!nntrg. and pay him a pension
at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he Is now receiving,

The name of Joseph Antram, late musician, band, Fifiy-ninth Regi-
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$£24 per month in lHen of that he is now recelving,

The name of Martha Ann Harvey, widow of George Harvey, late
captain Company I, Thirty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that
ghe is now receiving. -

The name of John Chenoweth, late of Comﬁany B, Twenty-first Regi-
ment Missouri Volunteer ]nfsmri', and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Joshna Fckman, late of Company K, Eleventh Reglment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$24 per month in llen of that he is now receiving.

The name of Charles T. Howard, late of U, 8. 8. Ohlo, Massasoit, and
North Carolina, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Frederlek Buckmaster, late of Company C, Fourteenth
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Emma €. Palmer, widow of Luzerne A. Talmer, late of
Company C, Fifth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her laipenalon at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Henrietta P. Cowglll, widow of Thomas J. Cowglll, late
of Company C, Forty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Ellen 8. Kirkham, widow of Calvin €. Kirkham, late
of U. 8. 8. North Carolina and Satellite, United States Navy, and pay
her iaipenslon at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Cornelia M, Hale, widow of Nathan Ilale, late of Com-
gan}' K, Seventeenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay

er lﬂ.ip«m'nslo::l at the rate of £20 per month in lieu of that she is now
recelving.

The name of James J, Iasson, late of Company E, Ninetieth Regi-
ment, and Company A, Eleventh Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteer In-
ﬂmtr{, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of
that he Is now receiving.

The name of Clement F. 8 Almes, late of Company D, Eighty-second
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and Company C, Seventh Regi-
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay bhim a pension at
the rate of $40 per month in len of that he is now receiving.

The name of Franklin W, Chapman, late of Company B, Thirty-
fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infaniry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $36 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Kiizabeth A, Fisher, widow of John K. Fisher, late cap-
tain Company G, Sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of James Smith, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment West
Virginia Volunteer I.ntnutr{. and Company B, Flrst Regiment West.
Virginia Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Reuben Coo!cgr, late of Company D, First Regiment Ken-
tnck{ Volunteor Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per
moenth in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of John T. Craddock, late of Company A, Thirtieth Regi-
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $36 per month in llen of that he is now receiving.

The name of Edward Brown, late of Company I, Thirtieth Regiment
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §30
per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Willlam T. Hutton, late of Company G, Thirtieth Regl-
ment Kentneky Volunteer Inrantr{l, and pay him a pension at the rate
of £30 per month in llen of that he is now receiv!nﬁ.

The name of James Hawkins, late of Compan . Third Regiment
Tennessee Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The nime of John 8. Edwards, late of Compnn{ I,
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Samuel . Planck, late of Company ¥, One hundred and
twenty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and Company 1, Thir-
teenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Inramri. and pay him a pension
at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving,

The name of David F. Eutsler, late of Company A, Eleventh Regi-
ment JTowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a penslon at the raie of
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Jasper Fleener, late of Company C, Twelfth Regiment
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $80
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Job 8. Sims, late of Company . Seventy-ninth Regi-
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lleu of that he is now receiving.

The name of John J. Jameson, late of Company I, Second Regiment
United States Volunteer Bharpshooters, and pay bim a pension at the
rate of $80 per month in leu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Charles T. RKnight, late of Company G. Twenty-sixth
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Cyrus N. Lyons, late of Company B, Twenty-first Regi-
ment, and unassigned, Thirty-fourth Regimenf, Iowa Volunteer In-
rnntri. and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in leu of
that he Is now receiving.

The name of George W. Jones, late of Company C, One hundred and
forty-elghth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
slon at the rate of $30 per month in licn of that he is now receiving.

The name of Joseph Troyer. late of Company M, Tenth Regiment
Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Josephine M. Perry. widow of Andrew J. Perry, late
of Company A, Third Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Heavy Artillery,
and Com D, Eleventh Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month In lien of that she
is now recelving.

The name of Oscar B. Vibert, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$50 per month in lieu’ of that he is now receiving.

The name of Albert T. Wharton, late of Company F, Fourteenth
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in llen of that he is now recelvi

enty-seventh

ng.
The name of David L. Denee, late of (‘,ompan¥' D, Fifteenth Regiment
and Company I, Second Regiment, New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, nuq
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pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is
now receiving.

The name of Mary A. Bingaman, widow of Joseph A. Bingaman,
late second lieutenant Company 1), Sixteenth Regiment Missouri Vol-
unteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in
Heu of that she is now receiving,

The name of Neftie W. Risson, helpless and dependent daughter of
Henry T. Sisson, late colonel Fifth Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer
Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Emily J. Chambers, former widow of Geﬂrﬁe W. Buffing-
ton, late of Company A, Eighth Regiment JTowa Volunteer Infantry, and
widow of Thomas J. Chambers, late of Company E, First Regiment
Washington Territory Mounted Volunteers, Oregon and Washington
Tcrrti[tzory Indian War, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per
month,

The name of Barah Tout, widow of William I. Tout, late of Com-
pany A, Thirty-fourth Regiment Iowa Voluntéer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

he name of Susan J. Littlefield, former widow of Iraac W. Watson,
late of Company I, Seventeenth Regiment United States Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

he name of Clinton E. Olmstead, late of Company K, Thirty-niuth
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of £24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Daniel H. Strout, late of 1]. 8. 8. Sabine, I'otomae, and
Kanawha, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

name of John Miller, late of Company (, One hundred and
fifticth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate c(b‘?Si’-l per month In lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Julius A, Record, late of Company C, Twenty-third
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $24 per month in_lien of that he is now receiving,

The name of William L. IHam, late > Company B, Ninth Regiment
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month In lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Lucretia B. Crockett, widow of Benjamin B. Crockett,
Iate of Company 1, Sixteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and
former widow of William W. Salisbury, late of Companies I and I,
Sixteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen-
#ion at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of George W. Barrett, late of Company D, Forty-ninth
Rtegiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Olive Stoll, widow of Jacob 11. Stull, late first lieutenant
Company D), One hundred and fourth Regiment New York Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.

The name of John W. Culver, late of T.. 8. 8. General Sherman,
United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per
month in len of that he is now receiving.

The name of Gustaf Swanson, late of Company B, Third Regiment
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
£30 per month in lien of that he 8 now receiving.

The name of SBophronia Dixon, widow of IHenry (. Dixon. late second
lientenant Company 11, Second Regiment Rhode Island Volunfeer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in len
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Eben 8. Weleh, late of Company G, Twelfth Regiment
New Ilampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he Is now receiving.

The name of Thomas C. Aldrich, late of band, Bixty-fifth Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Emily 8. Reader, widow of Charles E. Reader, late of
Troop L, Sixth Itegiment United States Cavalry, and Company K,
One hundred and ninety-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving. -

The name of Clara A. Long. widow of Charles A, Long, late of Com-
wany G, One hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer
nfantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of £20 per month in llen
of that she is now receiving,

The name of Maria L. Mann, widow of Henry 1". Mann, late of Com-
any D, Fifth Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, and Company
. Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, War with Mexico, and
pay her a pension at the rate of £20 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Mary J. Hubbard, widow of James . Hubbard, late
first lieutenant Company C, Thirty-second Regiment Wisconsin Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a nsion at the rate of $25 per month in
licu of that she is now receiving

The name of George W. Sunmpter, lale of Company K, One hundred
and fifteenth HRegiment 1llinois Volunteer Infaniry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Lurinda I'. Barnes, widow of Milton H. Barnes, late of
Company K, First Regiment New York Volunteer L“fht Artillery, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in llen of that she is
now receiving, and $2 ?or month additional on account of the minor
child of the said Milton H. Barnes until she reaches the age of 16 years.

The name of Eleeta Marsh, helpless and dependent child of Giles
Marsh, late of Company G, Heventecnth Regiment Iowa Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Edward A. Mace, late of Compul]{ L, First Regiment
Alaine Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §30 per
month in lleu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Mary J. Van Orden, former widow of Reuben M.
Knofsker, late of Company B, Twenty-first Regiment Wisconsin Vol-
unteer Infantry, and widow of James W. Van Orden, late of Company
(, Twenty-first Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension a{ he rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now recelving.

“The name of Susan M. Wyatt, widow of Otis C. Wyatt, late captain
Company B, First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a &enslon at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving. 2

The name of Luke Cassidy, late second llentenant Company D, Thirty-
fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Lewis F. Branson, late of Company M, Tenth Regiment,
and Company C, Second Regiment, Missourl Volunteer Cavalry, an
pay him a pension at the rate of £30 per month in licu of that he is
now receiving.

The name of Amanda E. Glenn, widow of James C. Glenn, late of
Company I. Eighth Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, and pay
?eegei'; 1Eegm;lm:l at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now

The name of Solomon Kessinger, late of Company F, Twenty-fourth
R?iment. and Company C, Twenty-iirst Regiment, Missourl Volunteer
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lleu
of that he is now receivlnE‘

The name of Peter Binkley, late of Company B, Eleventh Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
£24 per month in leun of that he is now receiving. .

The name of Edmond Melton, late of Company C, Sixteenth Regi-
ment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in len of that he is now recelving.

he name of Eli W. Plerce, late of Company G, g]:th Regiment Mis-
sourli Volunteer Cavalry, and Company B, Second Reglment Missourt
Yolunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month In lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Melissa A, MeGowan, widow of Alexander MeGowan,
late of Company I, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry. and
pay her a !mnslou at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Hannah Peavey, widow of Danicl Peavey, late of Com-
pany A, Seventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she Is
now receiving.

The following committee amendmwents were reported:

Page 2, sirike out lines 5 to 9, inclusive,

On {m&e 4, iine 3, strike out the figures “ $40" and insert in lieu
thereo e fizures * $30."

On page 12, strike out lines 8 to 6_, inclusive.

On page 12, strike out lines 15 to 20, inclusive.

On page 12, strike ont lines 21 to 24, inclusive.

On page 14, strike out lines 5 to 8, inclusive.

The committee amendments were agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

ORDER OF PROCEDURE FOR TO-MORROW.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
for the present consideration of the resolution which I sewd to
the Clerk’'s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution 835.

Resolved, That on Saturday, February 15, 1913, at 10 minutes of 12
o’'clock a. m.. pursuant to the resolution heretofore adopted accepting
the invitation of the Senate to attend the memorial services to com-
memorate the life and character and public services of the Hon, JAMES
8. SHEERMAN, late the Vice President of the United States, the House

shall proceed, with the Speaker. to the Sepnate Chamber, and at the
conclusion of the services it shall return to this Chamber.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the resolution?

There was no objection,

The resolution was agreed to.

PENSIONS.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R.
28672) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain sol-
diers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and certain
soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to
widows of such soldiers and sailors, and I ask unanimous con-
gent that the bill be considered in the House as in Comumittee
of the Whole,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama calls up the
bill H. R. 28672, and asks unanimous cousent that it be consid-
ered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. Is there ob-
jection,

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws—

The name of Mary Rebecca Carroll, widow of Zachariah I1. Carroll,
late of Company A, Twelfth United States Regiment, War with Mexico,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she
is now recclvin‘g.

The name of Frederick Burnett, late of Troop M, Eighth Regiment
TUnited States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per
month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Willilam A. Hitkeg{ late of Company C, First Regiment
District of Columbia Volunteer Infantry, and Company C, Forty-fifth
Regiment United States Volunteer Inrantrg, War with Spain, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Sophin C. Neil, dependent mother of Charles T. Neil,
late of Company F, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, War
with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The name of Sara Jane Staddon, widow of Julian Staddon, late of
Company B, Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, War
with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of £12 per month, with
$2 per month additional on aceount of each of four minor children of
the soldier until they respectively reach the afc of 16 years.

The name of Ada Hurst, widow of Curtis Hurst, late of Company I,
Sixth Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §12 per month, with $2 per month
additional on account of each of four minor children of the soldier
until they respectively reach the age of 16 years.

The name of James H. Williams, late of Battery K, Fifth Regiment
I.‘nlttei;j States Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of §10 per
month.

The name of Ann E. Timmons, widow of Patrick Timmons, late a
landsman, U. 8. 8. Germantown, United States Navy, War with Mexico,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $§12 per month.




1913.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

3165

The name of Georgia Kelley, widow of Albert Kelley, late of Com-
pany G, Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, with £2 per month
additional on account of each of two minor children of the soldier until
th!"lf reach the age of 16 years.

he name of Sylvia Call, late nurse, Medical Department, United
States Army, War with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of
£12 per month.

The name of Susan MeGrath, widow of John McGrath, late of Troop
C, Seventh Roglment United States Cavalry, and pay her a pension at
the rate of §12 per month. :

The name of Alfred Skibbe, late of Company K, Thirtieth Regiment
T'nited States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay bhim a
pension at the rate of $12 per month. .

The name of Walter P. Norris, late of Company D, Fourth Regiment
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
ut the rate of $8 per month. _

The name of Jesse M. Dobbs, late of Company IX, Tenih Regiment
Unitlol:i States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per
month.

The name of Margaret Fynaut, widow of Peter Fynaut, late of
Company 1, Two hundred and third Regiment New York Volunteer
Infantry.h\\'nr with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12
per month.

_The name of M. B. Sasser, late of Company A, Second Regiment
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay bhim a pension
at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Joseph J. Caldwell, late of Company ., One hundred
and sixty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in Heun of that he
Is now receiving.

The names of Devereanx Shields, Thomas C. Shields, and Margaret
. Shields, minor children of Devereanx Shields, late eaptain Compan
IY, Twenty-niuth Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, War wit
Spain, and m& them a pension at the rate of £20 per month, with $2
per month additlonal on account of each child until they respectively
reach the age of 16 vears. -

The name of Zorel Tipton, late of Company M, Nineteenth Regiment
'(Tnlltpél States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $10 per
month.

The name of Courtenay A. Stovall, widow of Marcelluz A, Stovall,
late of Capt. Robertson's company, Georgia Mounted Volunteers, Florida
War with Seminole Indians, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
per month in lien of that she is now recciving.

The name of Theo Rasner, late of Company F, Twenty-third Regi-
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Charles L. Qualntance, late private of Company C,
Fifth Regiment 1llinois Velunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $156 per month.

The name of George W. Platter. late of Company I. Fifth Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pen-
elon at the rate of $6 per month.

The name of Jean L. Peabody, late of Company L, Twelfth Regiment
T'nited States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $12 pﬁar month.

The name of Robert M. Leef, late of Company G, First Regiment
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, War with Spain. and pay him a pension at
the rate of $14 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Marshall V. Vaden, late of Company D, Signal Corps,
United States Army, War with Spain, and pay bim a pension at the
rate of £15 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Willlam Dotson, late of Company I, Eighth Regiment
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of §30 Q‘gr month.

The name of Willlam Cunagim, late of Fifty-eighth Company, Coast
Artillery, United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$12 per month.

The name of Jennette Rice. widow of John O. Riee, late of Company
I, Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, War with Mexico, and
pay her a ﬁlension at the rate of $20 per month in lieun of that she is
now receiving.

The foregoing bill is a substitute for the following House bills
referred to the Committee on Pensions :

1. R. 2829, Mary Rebecea Carroll, H. R. 242809, Joseph J. Caldwell.
H. R. 3720. Frederick Burnett. H. R. 24542, Devereaux, Thomas C.,
LR, 4798, William A. Hickey, and _ Margaret @,
H, R. 0237. Sophia C. Neil. Shields, minor chil-
H.R. 6707. Sara Jane Staddon. dren.

H. R. 6990, Ada Hurst. H. R. 24748, Zorel Tipton.

H. R. 8541, James H. Willlams. H. R. 24003, Courtenay A. Stovall
H. R. 11981. Ann E, Timmons, H. R. 25208, Theo Ilasner,

H. R. 12654, Georgla Kelley. H. R. 25448, Charles L. Quaintance,
H. R. 13053, Sylvia Call. H. R. 26070. George W. Platter,
I1. R. 20505, Susan MeGrath, 1. k. 26301. Jean L. Peabody.

H. It. 21182, Alfred Skibbe, t. 27023. Robert M. Leef,

H. R. 21517. Walter P. Norris. H. R. 27060. Marshall V. Vaden,

H. R. 23551, Jesse M. Dobbs. H.R.2 Willlam Dotson.
H. R. 28317.

I. R. 23756. Margaret Fynaut. . William Cunagim,
. 24210, AL Basser. H. R. 28551, Jennette Rice.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, T eall up the bill 8. 8275,
an act granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and of wars
other than the Civil War, and to certain widows and dependent
relatives of such soldiers and sailors, and I ask unanimous con-
sent that the bill may be considered in the House as in Commit-
tee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama calls up the
bill 8. 8275, and asks unanimous consent that it be considered
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized.and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws—

ELIX—200

The name of John W. Slaughter, late of Company L, Becond Regl-
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and T:y bhim a
Deim?iﬂﬂ at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that he now re-
ceiving. .

The name of Warren Hilllard, late of Company B, Elghteenth Regl-
ment United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $8 per month.

The name of Louisa A. Thatcher, widow of Joseph L. Thatcher, late
carpenter, United States Navy, and dependent mother of Willlam J.
Thatcher, late chief turret captain, U. 8. B. Georgla, United States
Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lien of
that she is now recel\'lng‘

The name of George Hollederer, late of Troop I, Third Regiment
I?nltte;l States Cavalry, and pay him a penslon at the rate of $12 per
month.

The name of Charles W. Camp, late of (_‘ompnny Al, Twenty-seventh
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with SBpain, and pay
hlmlni pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that he is now
recelving.

The name of George R. Smith, late of Cutnpsn{ B, One hundred and
gixtieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and
pu{ him a pension at the rate of £20 per month.

'he name of Edward Seaton, late of Company K, Forty-fourth Regi-
ment United States Volunteer Im‘nntr{. and pay him a pension at the
rate of $15 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Florida Kennerly, widow of Ilierre M. Kennerly, late
of Capt. McKinstry's Volunteers, War with Mexico, and pay her a pen-
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that she Is now receiving.

The name of Charles M. Baughman, late of Company K, Sixth Hegi-
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $30 {)er month.

The name of Elizabeth 8. Lewerenz, widow of Alfred C. Lewerenz,
late civil engineer, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $40 per month in lien of that she is now receiving, and $2 per
month additional on acecount of the minor child of said Alfred C.
Jewerenz until he reaches the age of 16 years. -

The name of Minnie Wadsworth Wood, widow of Oliver E. Wood, late
colonel, Artillery Corps, and brigadier general, United States Army,
retired, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of
that she is now receiving. ML

The name of Francis Iedmond, late of Troop K, Ninth Regiment
TUnited States Cavalry, and IlosPiml Corps, United States Army, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Charles E. Harris, late of I_'ompani G, Tenth Regiment
United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The nsme Inl' Annie V. Smith, widow of Sebree Smith, late captain,
Third Regiment United Sltiates r.\:htilgori:'. ?nd pay helr in pension at the
rate of £30 per month in lien of that she is now recelving.

The gnmg of Barbara B. Haws, widow of William Haws, late of
Capts. Robert Thomas and Coleman Boren's companies, Utah Volun-
teers, Utah Indian war, and pay her a pension at the rate of §12 per
month,

The name of Martha A. Hughes, widow of Edward M. Hughes, late
commander, United States Navy, and pay ber a pension at the rate of
$40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Charles L. Stevens, late of Troop E, Fifth Regiment
TUnited States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $1G per
month.

The name of Emily W. Tilley, widow of Benjamin F. Tilley, late rear
admiral, United Stafes Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50
per month in leu of that she is now receiving.

The name of James McMahon, late of Company B, Twenty-sixth Regi-
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$£30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of 1srael Wood, late of (.‘omPan_\' K, First Regiment Oregon
Riflemen, Cayuse Indian War, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16
per month in lien of that he is now recelving. ;

The name of George W. Thurman, late of Capt. Abel George's Com-
pany B, Second Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $16 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Andrew G, Alken, late of Capt. William H. Harris's com-
pany of Minute Men, Ninth Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers,
Oregon and Washington Territory Indian war, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of James . Bartlett, late of Capt. Willlam Strong’s Com-
pany A, Washington Mounted Volunteers, Oregon and Washington Ter-
ritory Indian war, and pay him a pepsion at the rate of $16 per month
in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Mary F. Read, widow of Thomas Read, Iate of Company
A, Fourth Regiment United States Infantry, War with Mexico, and
pay her a {)eusion at the rate of $29 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of William Cornell, late of Company M, First Regiment
Tnited States Volunteer Engineers, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $10 per month.

The name of Michael Hoffman, late of Company B, United States
Mounted Rifles, Texas and New Mexico Indian war, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Ornan F. H!bbard._lnte of Capt. Hiram Wilbur's Com-
Rﬂny B, First Regiment Oregon Volunteers, Oregon and Washington

‘erritory Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $1G per
month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Emma Myers, widow of Fred Myers, late of Troop K,
Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of Frederick M. Douglass, late of Capt. Stewart’s com-

ny, First Hegiment Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian
Var, and pay him a pension at the rate of $16 per month in licu of that
he is nmow receiving,

The name of Sara 8. Dowdy, widow of Robert W. Dowdy, late major,
Twenty-sixth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a pen-
sion at the rate of $25 per month.

The name of Green Hines, dependent father of Hilton P. Hines, late
of Company F, Becond Regiment United States Infantry, War with
Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lien of
that ﬁe is now receiving,

The name of Esther B. Shultz, widow of Joseph B. Shultz. late clvil
engineer, with rank of lieutenant, United States Navy, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.
and $2 per month additional on account of the minor child of the said
Joseph g.eshulus until she reaches the age of 10 years.
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The foregoing bill is a substitute for the following Senate bills
referred to the Committee on Pensions:

8.199. John W. Slaughter, 8. 7088, Charles L. Stcvens.l
8. 443, Warren Hilliard. 8. 7097, Emily W. Tilley. :
B. 824, Louisa A. Thatcher, 8. T2 James McMahon, i
8. 1360. Geo Hollederer. 8. 7320. Israel Wood. .
8.1766. Charles W. Camp. 8. 7347, George W. Thurman’
8. 2213, George R. Smith, 8. 7486, Andrew G, Aiken. -
8. 3669, Edward Beaton. B. 7458. James P. Bartlett.
8. 3720, Florida Kennerly. B. 74579, m Read.
8. 3845. Charles M. Banghman. B. 7789. Cornell.
3043, Elizabeth B. Lewerenz. B. T766. Michael Hoffman,
8. 5751, Minnie Wadsworth Wood., 8. 7808. Ornan F. Hibbard.
8. 5778. Francis Redmond. S. 7860, Emma Myers.
G015. Charles B. Harris. 8. 7980. Frederick M. Douglass,
8. 6236. Annie V. Smith. 8. 7950. Sara 8. Dowdy.
B. 6969, Barbara B. Haws, B. 8015. Green Hines,
8. 7016. Martha A. Hughes, 8. 8074. Esther B, Shultz

The following committee amendments were read:
= ;.g:!'puge 1, line 8, strike out the figures “ 20" and insert the figures

The amendment was agreed to.

On page 2, strike out lines 4 to 9, inclusive.

The amendment was agreed to.

On page 2, line 10, strike out the fizures 20" and Insert the
figures * 16."

The amendment was agreed to.

Page 2, lines 17 to 20, strike out the following: *the name of
George R. Smith, late of Company B, One hundred and sixtieth Regi-
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $20 per month.”

The gquestion was taken, and the amendment was lost,
On page 3, strike out lines 5 to T, inclusive,
The amendment was agreed to.
On page 3, strike out lines 8 to 13, Inclusive,
The amendment was agreed to.
On page 3, strike out lines 14 to 18, Inclusive.
The amendment was agreed to.
On page 4, strike out lines § to 8, inclusive.
The amendment was agreed to.
On page 4, strike out lines 18 to 15, inclusive.
The amendment was agreed to.
On page 4, strike out lines 20 to 23, inclusive.
The amendment was agreed to. =
On page 4, strike out lines 24 and 25, and page 5, strike out lines
1 and 2.
The amendment was agreed to. :
On page 5, strike out lines 3 to 6, inclusive,
The amendment was agreed to.
On page 5§, strike out lines 7 to 11, inclusive.

The amendment was agreed to.
On page 5, strike out lines 12 to 16, inclusive,

The amendment was agreed to.
On page 6, strike out lines 1 te 4, inclusive.

The amendment was agreed to.
On page 6, strike out lines 5 to 9, inclusive.

The amendment was agreed to.
~ On page 6, strike out lines 13 to 16, inclusive.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R.
28746) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and of
wars other than the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers
and sailors, and I ask unanimous consent that it be considered
in the House as in Committee of the Whole,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent that the Dbill be considered in the House as in
Committee of the Whole. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, anthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to
the provisions and llmitations of the pension laws—

The name of Henrietta Btuart, widow of John A. Stuart, alias John
Vanderpool, late of United States steamer Saratoga, United States Navy,
War with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 ?er mon

The name of E e J. Pi late of First Regiment

ugen errelee, ny P,
Sonth Dakota Volunteer Infantry, War with Sp and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $12 th

month.
The name of John nri’ﬁ.lebnn. late of Troop H, Fourth Regiment
TUnited States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §18 per

month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Laura 8. Converse, widow of George A. Converse, late
rear admiral, United States Navy, and pay ber a pension at the rate of
%50 per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

Tlhe name of Bertha A. Mulliall, widow of Btephen J. Mulhall, late
flest lieutenant, Fourteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay

her wmlen at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she Is now

. £.
The name of John II. Gray, late of Company A, First Regiment Ten-
nesgee Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him agipemslon at

the rate of 312‘?9 month,
The name of William H. Brown, late of Company E, Fifth Regiment
im a pension at the

Ohio Volunteer Infantry, War with SBpain
rate of $12 per month’.?’ - PRULARS v
The name of Franziska Nimtz, widow of Albert Nimtz, late of First

Band, Artille United Sta
the raie o ;{200&?&“0“]1_ tes Army, and pay her a pension at
The name of

argaret A. Montague, widow of Daniel Montague, late
chief boatswain, Un?l:!d States Navy, nng‘ﬁa!% her a pension nt&;nhé rate
of §25 per month, with $2 per month additional on account of each of
three or children of the sailor untH they respectively reach the
age of 16 years, in lien of that she is now recei &

The name of Belle McP. MecCrackin, widow of Aﬁxnnder MeCrackin,
late captain in the United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she Is new receiving.

The name of Charles Y. Wood, late of Company L, Fourth Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of §12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The foregoing bill is a substitute for the following House bills
referred to the Committee on Pensions:

H. R. 195. Henrletta Stuart. H.R. 17771. William H. Brown
H. R. 9044, Eugene J, Pilerrelece, H. R. 18561. Franziska Nimtz,

H. R. 9619, John Middleton. H. R. 24852, Margaret A. Montague,
H. It. 11352, Laura 8. Converse. H. . 27109. Belle McP. McCrackin,
H. R. 11979. Bertha A. Mulhall. I R. 27954. Charles W. Wood.

H. R. 17176. John H. Gray.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.
JAMES PARSONS,

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 24661) for
the relief of James Parsons. This is a bill to remove the charge
of desertion. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill in
the House as in Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, let
us first hear the bill read.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it cnacted, efe., That In the administration of the
ggvemjn& the National Home for Disabled Volunteer fSoldiers, or an;
anch the 1 hereafter be held consl

Mth:mm Parsons shal

to have been honorably discharged from the military service of the
United States as a lieutenant of any D, Becond Regiment Colorada
Volunteer Cavalry: Provided, That no pension shall accrue prior to the
passage of this act.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering the bill in
the House as in Committee of the Whole? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none.

The Clerk again read the bill.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

SYLVESTER G. PAREER.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (8. 5262) for the
relief of Sylvester G. Parker, and I ask unanimous consent thaf
it be considered in the House as in Cemmittee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, let
us have the bill reported first.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferri
rights, privileges, or benefits upon honorably discharged volunteer ofii-
cers, Bylvester (. Parker, who was a captain of Company H, Sixty-
third Illinois Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and cons
ered to have been disch honorably from the military service of the
United Btates as of organization on the 4th day of Beptember,
1863 : Provided, That no pension, bounty, or arrears of pay shall be-
come due or payable by reason of the passage of this act.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering the bill in
the House as in Committee of the YWhole?

There was no objection.

The Clerk again reported the bill.

The SPEAKER, The question is on the third reading of the
Senate bill. ) .

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

LEWIS F. WALSH.

Mr. HAY. My, Speaker, I call up the bill (8. 3873) for the
relief of Lewis F. Walsh. This is a bill to remove the charge
of desertion, and I ask unanimous consent that it be considered
in the House as in Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill as follows:

Be it enacted, ete, That in the administration of the pension laws
Lewls F. Walsh, who was a private in Company C, Third Regiment
Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, shall hercafter be held and considered ta

fon laws
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have been honorably discharged from the military service of the United
States as a member of said organization on the 25th day of November,
1864 : Provided, That no pension shall accrue prior to the approval of
this act.

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last
word. I desire to say a few words relating to the rules of the
House touching the Private Calendar. Clause 6 of Rule XXIV
provides that on Friday of each week, after routine business is
disposed of, it shall be in order for any Member to move that
the House resolve itself into Comunittee of the Whole House for
the purpose of considering bills on the Private Calendar, prefer-
euce being given on the second and fourth Fridays of each
month fo private pension elaims and bills to remove charges of
desertion, and on the other two Fridays of each month prefer-
ence being given to claims reported from the Committee on
Claims and bills from other committees of the House which are
of a private nature. I have served in this House one term—three
sessions—and the bills-on the Private Calendar reported from
the Committee on Claims, the Committee on the Public Lands.
and other committees that fall within the second class referred
to in the rule have never been reached upon the docket, so to
speak. They never will be reached during this Congress. It
will not do to say that Members could by diligence get meritori-
ous bills passed under present rules. Not a single bill on the
Private Calendar of the class referred to has been considered on
regular call during any of the three sessions of the Sixty-second
Congress, The only two bills that I am interested in personally
were reported at the very beginning of the Sixty-second Con-
gress and have never been reached on a regular call. When the
Private Calendar has been called twice as a matter of grace, as
a unanimous-consent calendar, both these bills have been ob-
Jjected to, and all other Members having private bills have met
with the same trouble. It is not right. This calendar should
be called and bills voted on upon their merits. It is not so
called, and bills from the Private Calendar ean not be put upon
the regular biweekly Unanimous Consent Calendar, a privilege
which all ofher bills enjoy. I think private bills should also
enjoy that privilege, which would relieve matters greatly. Peo-
ple having claims against the United States which must be pre-
sented to the committees of Congress are absolutely remediless
unless the rules of this House be changed. On the second and
fourth Fridays the House usunally resolves itseif into the Com-
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering pension leg-
islation, but on the first and third Fridays a motion is always
made by the chairman of some committee that the House re-
solve itself info the Commnittee of the Whole House for the pur-
pose of considering some appropriation bill, or some other course
is taken which prevents the Private Calendar from being called.
About 10 days ago an order was adopted that on Monday last
the House should take a recess at 5 o'clock in the afternoon
uintil 8 o’clock in the evening, at which time the Private Calen-
dar should be called for the purpose of considering such bills
thereon as I am now referring to as should not be objected to.

After calling something like half of the private bills upon
the calendar, and every single, solitary bill, with one exception,
wias objected to, the House adjourned. The proceeding was
farcical. Another order has been entered for a second eall of
ihis calendar as a unanimons-consent calendar to-night, ex-
repting the bills which were objected to or called on last
Monday evening. The result will be that none of these bills
will be passed at this session of Congress, or even considered. I
say that it devolves upon this House and upon the Committee
on Rules, if it is going to do justice to the people of the United
States, to amend the rules providing that this calendar shall
be called during the sessions of Congress, and I would merely
suggest that when it is called as a unanimous-consent calendar
that the rule might be changed so that it wounld require the objec-
tions of at least three Members instead of one to require that
a bill be passed over. These claims, nearly every one, represent
bread and butter in the mouth of some individual, and you place
_rancor in the heart of every citizen of this country who comes
here with a just claim and hag it considered by the Committee
on Claims, has its merits thoroughly gone over, has it favorably
reported and presented to this House, and it is then shut off
from any consideration during three long sessions of Congress
by an objection of a single ecapricious individual. [Applause.]
That is not the way to make patriotic citizens. That is not the
way to do business. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr., MANN. Mr. Speaker, under the rules Friday is set apart
for the consideration of business on the Private Calendar, two
days in the month being specially devoted to pension bills and
bills to remove charges of desertion, the other Fridays being
devoted to bills on the calendar. During this Congress, I be-
lieve, the Private Calendar has been under consideration more
days than during any other Congress during my service in the

House. If the gentlemen who introduce bills will persist in
neglecting to call attention to the bills and not get them reported
early at the first regular session of Congress, they ought not to
expect that when those bills are reported at the second regular
session there will be time enough to obtain consideration for
them, because it is impossible to get through with the considera-
tion of public bills at the second regular session of Congress
if all the special days are devoted to special business which is
permissible under the rules., The Private Calendar now is very
iong. Most of the bills upon the Private Calendar now have
been reported at this session of Congress, and I think everyone
has understood that, in the main, in the reporting of these bilis,
it amounts to nothing, unless they pass by unanimous consent,
except an expression of opinion on the part of a commiftee
which may report the same bills early in the next Congress.
That has always been the experience and doubtless nlways will
be. There are bills enough on the Private Calendar which, If
considered under the rules of the House in regular order, would
occupy all the days in a long session of Congress before they
could be passed.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon withdraws his
pro forma amendment, and the Clerk will read.

The bill was again read.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

WILLIAM ITOMMELSBERG.
My, HAY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. It. 2839.
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.
The Clerk read as follows:
A bill (H. R. 2839) for the relief of William Hommelsherzg.

Be it enacted, ete., That in the adminlstration of the pension laws
William IIommelsherg shall hereafter be beld and considered to have
been honerably disc arged from the milifary - service of the United
States as a private of Company B, First Reginent United States Cav-
alry, on the 30th day of November, 1863.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent that the
bill be considered in the House as in Conuniitce of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

The SPEAKER. The_gentleman from Virginia asks unani-
mous consent to consider this bill in the House as in Committee
of the Whole Housze on the state of tbe Union. Is there ob-
Jection?

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would desire to have some information on this bill, or, rather,
what the record of this gentleman shows.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I will ask ithe Clerk to read the
report.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Report to accompany L. R. 2830.

The Committee on M!litarg‘ Affairs, to whom was referred the hill
(II. R. 2839) for the relief of Willlam Hommelsberg, having considered
the same, report thereon with a recommendation that it do pags.

This soldier had nearly five years of meritorious war service. He par-
ticipated, according to evidence submitted, In a dozen of the greatest
battles of the Civil War. After the war was over he went upon a spree
and deserted to go to his home. This bill does not remove that charge,
but under the circumstances of the splendid war record of this soldier
ti}e committee believes he should at this late date recelve a pensionable
statns.

THE STORY OF THE SOLULIER.
STATE OF MicHIGAN, Ceunty of FEaton, sa:

In re the matter of H. . 2839, for the rellef of Willlam Hommels-

berg.

William Hommelsberg, of the city of Charlotte, Mich., being first duly
sworn, deposes and says that 1 am the identieal person who served
during the war of the Jate rebellion in Company B, First United States
Cavalry ; that I enlisted on the 21st day of June, 1860, and that I served
until the 12th day of July, 1864, when I received an honorable dis-
charge ; that I immediately reenlisted in the sniae day in same company
and rvglmcnt for three years, and served until the 30th day of Novem-
ber, 1863, when I was granted a furlough for a few days to visit at Baton
Ronge, La.; that during my furlough I fell in with some companions,
went on a spree and became intoxicated, and when I sobered up found
myself in Cairo, Ill., without money to return to my re ent, and
l}einﬁ informed that the war was over did not report back for duty.

That during the War of the Rebellion I fought in the battles of
Williamsburg, Va.; White Oak Swamp. Va.: "each Orchard, Va.; Seven
Pines, Va.; Falr Oaks, Va.; Gaines Mills, Va.; Malvern Hill, Va.: Bot-
toms Bridge, Va.: Mechanicsville, Va.; Yellow Tavern, Va.; Antictam,
Md. ; Gettysburg, Pa,; Wilderness, Va.; Spotsylvania, Va.; Cold Harbor,
Va.: Winchester, Va.; Cedar Creek, Va.; Fishers Hill, Ya.; Five
Forks, Va.

And all other engagements of which my regiment bore an honarable
part; that I was slightly wounded in the knee at the battle of Cedar
Creek, Va.; and also received a saber stroke during one of our en-
gagements in the Shenandeah Valley, but did not give up and go to a
hospital ; that during my whole service I was never disciplined, re-
ported off duty, or violated any military rules or regulations; that I
have no hospital record, and was always found in my place with my
regiment veady to perform my duty as a faithful soldier; that I fought
in many skirmishes and took part in the many arvduous duties with my
regiment besides the batiles above mentioned. all of which I performed
in a soldierly and patriotic manner, enduring the fatigue and hard-
ships incident to Army life; that I am now past 70 years of age: that
I live in a small board shanty just outside the corporation of Char-
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lotte, Mich.: that I am not married and have no children; that my
m[y means of snpport is from gardeming 1 acre of Iand; that m { onl
roperty consists of 3 acres of low, wet land (1 acre being u1 ahle),
\'alued at $150; that I belong to and am a member of A. 8. W
Post, No. 40, Grand Army of the Republie, of Charlotte, Mich. ; th.nt my
health is bad, and am poor and needy.
WiLLiaM HOMMELSBEEG.

Subseribed and sworn to this 6th day of Mnrech, 1912,
[sgAL.] JosarHaN D. BUTLER,

Notary Public.

Ay commlssion expires January 18, 1912,

STaTE 0F MIicHIGAN, County of Eaton, ss:
hern re the matter of IL R. 2859, for the relief of Willlam Hommels-

IS
Asa N. Smart, of the city of Charlotte, Mich., be[$ duly sworn, de-
and says that he is commander of the A. 8. Williams Pont. No.
0, Grand Arm}{vor the Republic, of the city of Charlotte, Mich.; that
he has known Willlam Ilommclsberﬁ for many years; said Hommels-
berg is a member of said liams Post; helsrega.rdedul
good, worthy member ; that he is also well reguded by his neighbors ;
that he is a man of E:Od character, industry, and habits, and our citi-
mens speak well of h that his onl property consists of 3 acres of
low, wet land, of which he has a garden of about 1 acre, and he has a
small board shanty thereon in which he lives alone ; that he is now past
70 years of age and unable to work: that he is not married and has
no children. This comrade is in need, and our post members are ren.
dering such aid as they esn.
Asa N. SMART.
Subseribed and sworn to before me this Gth day of March, 1912,
[8BAL.] JoxATHAN D. BUTLER,
Notary Publio.

My commission expires January 18, 1912,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, due to the exeellent record of
this soldier, I withdraw my objection,

Mr. TAGGART. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I am almost eonstrained to inquire upon what occasion and
under what propitious circumstances there musi have been a
quorum of that committee present. I had a case presented to
that commitiee of a man who was shot out of the Army instead
of drinking himself out of the Army. He was wounded in one
of the first engagements of the war, fought in a great number
of great battles——

Mr. HAY. I did not understand what the gentleman said
about the gquorum of the committee.

Mr. TAGGART. I beg the gentlemah’'s pardon.

Mr. HAY, I did not understand what the gentleman said
about the quorum of the committee.

Mr. TAGGART. Whenever I had, and I assume also when-
ever anybody else had, one of these cases to present to that
committee there was not a quorum present.

Mr. HAY., Well, the gentleman is mistaken about that. The
bill counld not have been reported without a quorum, and if the
gentleman is so unfortunate as not to have been present when
there was a quornm present it is his fault and not the fault of
the committee.

Mr. TAGGART. I will proceed to disclose a case when T
was present when there was a quorum. It is the case of a man
who was wounded and went through life with a erippled hand.
It was favorably passed upon by the subeommittee and by the
committee, and afterwards his case was taken up and rescinded
by the committee. I have arrived at the conclusion that a man
is deserving of greater credit at this time for fighting booze
while in the Army than fighting the enemy. But I do not want
to become captious about these things. I do not want to claim
that there was any personal diseourtesy shown to me, but I have
endeavored to present cases to that committee and never was
able to find a quorum of them present except once. I am aston-
ished that there is one ease that was successfully presented to
the committee.

The SPREAKER. The time of the gentleman from Kansas
[AMr. TAcaART] has expired.

Mr. TAGGART. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my objection ta
this bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering this bill
in the House as in Committee of the Whole? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the bill,

The bill was again read.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Ada at the end of the bill the following : “Provided, That no pension,
bounty, or allowances shall accrue by reason of this act.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-

ment.

Mr. TAGGART. Mr. Speaker, I wish to Inguire at what date
the desertion of this soldier is alleged to have occurred? Was
it the 80th day of November, 18657

The SPEAKER, The 30th day of April, 1865, or somewhere
along there.

Mr. TAGGART. If he served until the 1st day of May, 1865,
he is pensionable under the statute of 1889, without any private
bill.

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Virginia
[Mr. Ha¥], in charge of the bill, yield to an inquiry?

Mr. HAY. I will. It is not my bill, but a bill of the gentle-
man from Michigan [Mr. J. M. C. SymitH].

Mr. COX. I would like fo ask the gentleman if, since he has
been chairman of that great committee, there has been a Dbill
introduced here removing the charge of desertion and securing
a pension?

Mr. HAY. No; the committee can not do that, for the reason
that we can not change the record of the War Department.

Mr. COX. If the gentleman’s amendment is carried here,
will that give the soldier a pensionable status?

Mr. HAY. It will

Mz, MANN., The gentleman's amendment will permit any
pension prier, or for back pay.

Mr. COX. From the time of the adoption of the bill the
soldier, then, notwithstanding the amendment to it, will be
entitled to a pension?

Mr. HAY. He will be entitled to apply for a pension.

Mr. MANN. He will be entitled to apply for a pension.

Mr. COX. Why I am trying to get at it is because I have a
case in my district which appeals to me very strongly.

Mr, HAY. I will say to the gentleman that this is a provision
which is put on all of these bills, and it does net prevent a
soldier from applying for and obtaining a pension if in other
respects he is entitled to one.

Mr. COX. In other words, then, the effect of this bill, with
the amendment, will be to remove the charge of desertion?

Mr. HAY. Will give him a pensionable status.

Mr. COX. If he can make his case out before the Bureau of
Pensions he can go ahead and get a pension?

Mr, HAY, That is right.

Mr. SHERWOOD. How much back pension will this permit
this soldier to draw?

Mr. HAY. He will draw no back pension at all.

Tl;-e SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
men

The guestion was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read a third time, and passed.

FRANCIS GEINSTEAD, ALIAS FRANCIS M, GRINSTEAD,

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (8. 186)
for the relief of Francis Grinstead, alias Francis M, Grinstead,
which is a desertion bill, and I ask unanimous consent fo con-
sider the bill in the House a8 in the Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani-
mous consent to consider the bill in the House as in the Com-
mittee of the Whole. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

A piil (8. 186) for the mllefecﬁ Fg;jcﬁs Grinstead, alins Francis AL

Be it emwted efc Thnt the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby,
authorized an rected to correct the military record of Franecis M.
Grinsgtead, late ot Compa G, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer
Cavalry, and grant him an onorable discharge,

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the
Senate bill.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read a
third time, and passed.

SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE AT EVENING SESSION.

The SPEAKER. The Chair designates the gentleman from
Missouri, Mr. Lroyp, to preside at the session to-night.

LEWIS WO0O0D.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 18727) for
the relief of Lewis Wood. I ask unanimous consent that it
may be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani-
mous consent to consider the bill in the House as in Committee
of the Whole. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 18727) for the rellef of Lewls Wood.

Be it enacted, etc., That In the ndminlstrntion of the pension ans
Lewis Wood, who was captain of Company Beventy-seventh I
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, s nreni‘ter be held and cons
ered to have been honorably dlscharged from the military service of um
United States as a member of said company and regiment on the 11th
day of November, 1862,

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment, the same as
that I offered to the other bill, providing that no pension,
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bounty, or allowances shall accrue prior te the passage of this
act.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend the bill by adding, at the end of line 9, “Provided, T‘hat no
pension, bounty, or allowances accrue by reason of this act.”

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman does not mean that no
pension shall acerue on account of this act, because that is the
purpese of the act.

Mr, HAY. It should read “ prior to the passage of this aet.”

Mr. MANN. That is not the way the Clerk read it.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Provided, That no pension, bounty, or allowances shall accrue by
reason of this act.

Mr. HAY. It should be “ prior to the passage of this act.”

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, if the genfleman from
Virginia will allow a suggestion, the amendment that the Clerk
read was the one that was agreed to in connection with the pre-
ceding bill. I suggest that the amendment to that bill ought to
be corrected.

The SPEAKER. How does the gentleman want this amend-
ment to read?

Mr. HAY, It should read ‘“accrue prior to the passage of
this act.”

Mr. SABATH. If that amendment is adopted it will give him
the right to apply for a pension after the act is passed?

Mr. HAY. Yes.

Mr. SABATH. Was that the custom before?

Mr. HAY. Always.

Mr. SABATH. I was under the impression that a man of
that kind never could secure a pension.

Mr. HAY. That is the purpose of the bill—to give him a
pensionable status.

Mr. SABATH. I thought we could not remove the bar.

Mr. FOWLER. I wanted to inquire, Mr. Speaker, if it wonld
not be better to have an amendment to this bill, the same as to
all the other bills of like character?

Mr. HAY. I think so, and I tried to draw it so. I will say
to the gentleman that the custom of the committee is to report
these bills with that proviso incorporated, and I do not know
why this bill was reported without the proviso.

Mr, FOWLER. I suggest, then, that if it is intended that no
allowances shall be granted to these soldiers prior to the pas-

- sage of these aects it shall bé so stated, so that there will be
no mistake about it.

Mr. HAY. That is what I am trying to do.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report that amendment again.

The Clerk read as follows:

Provided, That no pension, bounty. or allowances shall accrue prior
to the passage of this act.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill as amended.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

WILLIAM HOMMELSBERG.

Mr. HAY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the amendment that was adopted to the Hommelsberg bill be
changellil so as to conform with the amendment just adopted to
this bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HaY]
asks unanimous consent that the language of the amendment in
the Hommelsberg bill—the second bill back—shall be changed
to conform fo the language of the amendment in this last bill.

Mr. J. M. C. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, can we have the amend-
ment read again in the Hommelsberg case as it was amended?

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment in the
Hommelsberg case and in this one. First report the amend-
ment in the Hommelsberg case.

The Clerk read as follows:

Provided, That no pension, bounty, or allowances shall accrue by
reason of this act.

The SPEAKER. That is the Hommelsberg amendment. Now
read the Wood amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Provided, 'I‘!lat no msion, bounty, or allowances shall accrue prior
to the passage of this a

Mr. 3. M. C. SBIITH. That is to be the amendment in the
Hommelsherg case?

Mr. HAY. Yes,

The SPEAKER. Is there ohjection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none, and the Clerk will amesd the Hommelsberg
bill in accordance with the request.

CHARLES A. BESS.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 6793) for the
relief of Charles A. Bess, and I ask unanimous consent that the
bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I should like to
ask the gentleman if there has been a reprint of this bill?

Mr, HAY. I do not know of any.

Mr. MANN. I suppose the gentleman is aware of the fact
that the bill was not correctly reported to the House.

Mr. HAY. I will say to my friend from Illinois that these
bills were reported by other members of the committee, being
gnsidered by subcommiitees, and I am not advised as to the

cts.

Mr. MANN. I shall not object if the amendment set forth in
the report is agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the Clerk
will report the bill.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is bhereby,
authorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from, correct

the military record of, and grant an honorable dlacharfa to Charles A.
Bess, late of Company B, First Regiment unteer Infantry.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent {o pass
this bill over, because it is not in proper shape.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the committee in their report
have set forth an amendment to the bill putting it in proper
shape; but through the carelessness of the gentleman who re-
ported the bill, the same Member who introduced if, the bill

"was not properly presented to the Clerk, and it was not prop-

erly printed.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay]
asks unanimous consent to pass this bill over.

Mr. MANN. He asked that because he was not familiar with
the facts in reference to it. If the Clerk will report the com-
mittee amendment, then I think the gentleman will not want to
pass it over.

Mr. HAY. I ask the Clerk to report the committee amend-
ment. I think gentlemen ought to be here to attend to their
own bills.

Mr. MANN. They ought to have them properly reported.

AMr. HAY, I think so.

The Clerk read as follows:

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill
(H. B, 6793) for the relief of Charles A. Bess, having considered the
same, report thereon with a recommendation that it be amended by
atrlllnf out all after the emacting clause and inserting in lien thercef

the fol
e administration of the gension laws and the laws %rn-

in“Ttlflathiin tional H for Disabled Volunteer or
g the National Home for “keld and ldiers, tﬂs:;“t""
€8

thereof, Charles A. Bess ghall
tary service e United
ent Cnllfornla ?’olunteu' Infan-

been h&nﬂr&bﬁ discharged from the m.llt
as a priva Com; B, First
o 1866 Prnvieul That no pemsion shall

try, on the 20th day o J'une
accrue prior to the passage of th

The SPEAEER. The quesﬁon is on agreeing to the amend-
ment which has been read.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, and was accordingly read the third time and passed.

WILLIAM H. SEWARD,

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 8921) to
correct the military record of Willlam H. Seward, and I ask
unanimons consent that the same be considered in the House as
in Committee of the Whole,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to
consider this bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole,
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the charge of dismission be removed from

the mﬂLd record of William ll.inf Sc:tv:,gr% fecnig;l ueut%natntfe Companig
aggiman Michigan ‘an olun an same

ereby removed; and the sald wm H. i8 held and con-

sidered to have been honorabl ﬂrom(‘.uman 1, Second

%m Michigan Infantry Yolunteers m the 30th day of August,

2 the date of his dismission from the service.

I,

With the following committee amendment:

Strike out all after the enacting elaunse and insert:

“That in the administration of the present laws William H. Seward,

who was a second leutenant of Company I, Second
Infan
honoral
as a ummber of t
August, 1862,

Begiment

Velunteers, shall hereafter be hﬂld snd conuidmd to have been
ischa from the military serviee o e United Statel

said company and reziment ml tM 30th day of
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Mr, KAHN. Mr. Speaker, the amendment says—

That in the administration of the * present " laws.

That should be—

That in the administration of the * pension' laws.

I move to strike out the word “ present’ and insert in lieu
thereof the word “ pension.”

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out the word “present" and insert the word “ pension™ in
the amendment. -

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

ALONZO D. CADWALLADER.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. RR. 24296) for
the relief of Alonzo D. Cadwallader, a desertion bill, and I ask
unanimous consent that it may be considered in the House as in
Committee of the Whole, '

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to
consider the bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, efe., That Alonzo D. Cadwallader be, and he is hereby,
held and considered to have served as a private in Company K, Seven-
teenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, from the 27th day of
June, 1862, to the 30th day of September, 18062.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, this is an unusual form of bill,
and there is absolutely no information in the report upon it.
The report is very short, and I will read it.

Being in an unusual form, and there being no information
in the report, it seems to me somebody ought to give us a little
information before the bill passes.

Mr. HAY. I will yield to the gentleman who introduced
the bill [Mr. Hamrurox of Michigan].

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr, Speaker, I think I can
state all the faets in connection with this bill, and if I am
unable to do so the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. SwEeEeT],
who is a member of the subcommittee which reported the bill
to the full committee, can supplement what I have to say,as can
also the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. LEwis], the chairman
of the subcommittee.

This bill simply proposes to give this soldier credit for service
from the 27th day of June, 1862, to the 30th day of September,
1862. He was a mere boy when he enlisted—Iless than 15.
Almost immediately after he was mustered in he entered active
service, and in September, 1862, he participated in the Battle
of Antietam, one of the bloodiest battles of the Civil War, and
conducted himself with bravery, as befits a soldier from
Michigan.

Mr. SABATH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Yes.

Mr. SABATH. I notice that this is the fourth bill this
morning from Michigan, four out of eight bills. I want to
know what the gentleman means by the words “befitting a
soldier from Michigan ™ ?

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. The gentleman from Illinois
is mistaken. This is not a desertion bill.

Mr. SABATH. I understood the chairman to say that it
was,

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. And, furthermore, there has
been only one other bill from Michigan, and, as I said, this is
not a desertion bill. The gentleman, who is almost always ac-
curate about his facts, is misinformed as to the facts in this
case. But, Mr, Speaker, as I was saying, the boy participated
in the battle, and then he and a’companion, on the 30th of
September, started for Michigan without leave. [Laughter.]
He was arrested, and afterwards a writ of habeas corpus took
him out of the service entirely on account of his being under age.

Mr. FOSTER. That was after he got back to Michigan?

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Yes.

AMr. FOSTER.  Probably the writ was waiting for him when
he got there.

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. No; it was not. TLater on he
was honorably discharged. Now, there are two records in the
War Department, or rather the records show two dates of de-
parture—one that he left the vicinity of Antietam about Sep-
tember 20 and the other that he left about September 30,
When it became apparent that this bill would be reached I
sent over to the committee room of the Committee on Military
Affairs for the files in this case, but there was a notice on the
door that the clerk would be back in an hour, and so I have not
the files. I am therefore speaking from memory.

As I say, there are two records in the War Depariment—one
that he went home on or about the 20th of September and the

other that he went home on or about the 30th of September.
He himself swears—and his affidavit is sustained by other testi-
mony—that he went home on or about the 30th of September,
All we are seeking to do is to give this soldier credit for the
services which he actually rendered.

Mr. FOWLER. Was his companion who went home with him
a soldier?

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Yes.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

SYLVESTEER W. BARNES.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill (H. R. 18217)
for the relief of Sylvester W. Barnes, and I ask unanimous con-
sent to consider it in the House as in Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia calls up the
bill H. R. 18217, and asks unanimous consent that it be consid-
ered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. Is there ob-
jection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That, in the administration of any laws conferring
rights, privileges, or benefits upon persons who have been honorably
discharged from the military service of the United States, Sylvester
W. Barnes, late first lieutenant Company I, Thirtieth Regiment New
York Volunteer Infantry, shall hereaftéer be held and considered to
have been honomblfv discharged from the said company and regiment
on the 13th day of September, 1862: Provided, That nothing in this
act shall be made the basis of a clalm for pension or other pecuniary
claim against the United States.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I move to substitute for the House
bill the bill 8. 4030, in the identical language of the House bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani-
mous consent to substitute the Senate bill of the same tenor for
the House bill. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I would like to
have the Senate bill reported.

The Clerk read as follows:

An act (8. 4030) for the relief of Sylvester W. Barnes.

Be it enacted, efc., That in the administration of any laws conferring
rights, privileges, or Dbenefits upon: persons who have been honorably
discharged from the military service of the United Btates Sylvester W.
Barnes, late first lieutenant Company H, Thirtieth Regiment New York
Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to have
been honorably discharged from the said company and regiment on the
13th day of September, 1862 : Provided, That nothing in this act shall
be made the basis of a claim for pension or other pecuniary claim
against the United States.

Mr. MANN. Has the Clerk the®engrossed copy of the Senate
bill?

The SPEAKER. He has.

Mr. MANN. I will not object.

Mr. TAGGART. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
the bill as passed by the Senate would not give the veteran -
any benefit at all. If it is the purpose of the bill only to cor-
rect the record of the soldier it is sufficient, but it would give
him no benefit.

Mr. TALCOTT of New York. Mr. Chairman, the veteran
named in this bill is dead. He failed to report after being de-
tailed on recruiting service, because he had died of tuberculosis.
The evidence before the Senate committee and before the House
committee was clear and undisputed. This is an act of long
delayed justice to the members of his family.

Mr. MANN. The report shows that the bill is not intended
to give any benefit.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the substitution of
the Senate bill for the House bill?

There was no objection.

The Senate bill was ordered to be read a third time, was
read the third time, and passed.

The House bill H. R, 18217 was laid on the table.

DAVID CROWTHER.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 26648) for
the relief of David Crowther. I ask unanimous consent that it
be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension laws
David Crowther shall hereafter be held and considered to have been
absent with proper authority and in the line of duty as a soldier while
gerving as a member of Company I, Sixth Regiment Maine Volunteer
Infantry.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, T offer ag an amendment to this bill
the same amendment that I have offered to the former bills. '

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amend by addmi to the bill the following :
“And provided, That no pension, bounty, or allowances shall accrue
prior to the passage of this act.”
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Mr. MAXN. Mr. Speaker, a few moments ago the gentleman
from Kansas [Mr. Tacearr], who is now rendering a brilliant
service to his country in his first term, took some exception to
the action of the Committee on Military Affairs in not having
reported one of these desertion bills for him. I have served
here now close to 16 years, and have had a good many bills of
that character that I thought were very meritorious, and up to
date I believe have never been able to secure a favorable report
on any of them. Possibly that is owing more to my negligence
than to the action of the committee. I have no criticism to make
of the committee, because I appreciate the difficulties which
the committee has in passing upon these cases. There are
thousands of cases throughiout the country seeking relief, but it
does seem somewhat odd that the committee was able to make
a favorable report in this case while not being able to make a
favorable report in many other cases. I wonld just like to read
a word contained in the report from The Adjutant General of
the Army, Gen. Ainsworth. This man was court-martialed. He
came before a court-martial twice. Gen. Ainsworth says:

Upon his trial it appears of record that he made mo defense or ex-
planation of the charge and specification other than the plea that he

was not guilty, and nothing has been found of record to corroborate

the statement now made by him that he left his company and regiment
for the purpose of seeking food. On the contrary, from the testimony
of his company commander adduced at the trial, it appears that
Crowther deserted from his company and regiment on the 1st day of
May, while the regiment was lying on the north side of the Rappa-
hannock, near Franklin Crossing, and about to cross and engage the
enemy ; that he left his gun an aﬁnipmen:s behind him, and that he
remained absent antil the 27th of May, when he was brought back un-
der guard, having been found at Aquia Creek landing.

Nothing has been found of record to show whether or not his arms
and equipment were restored to him, or whether he participated in the
Battle of Gettysburg, July 1 to 3, 1863, although the records show that
he was present with his company June 80, 1863, and that the com-
mand with which the or, tion was serving was present at the Bat-
tle of Gettysburg. With respect to his statement that he took part in
the Battle of Chancellorsville, it should be observed that that battle
took place from May 1 to 8, 1863, and although the command with
wlich the mg;:mimt!on was serving was present at that battle, Crow-
ther at that time was absent from his company in desertion.

The court-martial found this man guilty and sentenced him
to hard labor without pay during the rest of his term of en-
listment, which was, I believe, nearly two years or more. It
is true that after that he served for a number of years in the
Regzular Army. I am not objecting to his having the privilege
of a pension upon that ground, because he did obtain there-
after, I think, a number of honorable discharges from the
Regular Army. He may be entitled to a pension for that
reason; yef, appreciating, as I do, the difficulties which the
Committee on Military Affairs has to prevent reporting all of
these bills, I am trying now to lay an additional obstacle
which they may use in the future to help them keep from
reporting this class of bills.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I want o say fo the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. MANN] and to the House that there are pending
before the Committee on Military Affairs about 1,800 of these
bills, and three-fourths of those bills are there without any-
body ever having come to the committee or the subcommittee
and asking any action to be taken upon them. We have en-
deavored in this Congress as in past Congresses, when bills
have been brought before us and Members have taken the
irouble to prepare their cases, to report such bills as we believe
are meritorious and ought to receive favorable consideration.

This bill to which the gentleman particularly refers is a very
unusual one. It was introduced by the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Reorierp]. He spent a great deal of time in col-
lecting the evidence, and I think if the gentleman will carefully
read the report——

Mr. MANN. I have read every word of it.

Mr. HAY. He will find that that man did take part in this
battle, and that the whole case turned upon whether or not he
did take part in the battle. The committee was convinced from
the evidence brought before it that the man ought not to have
been court-martialed; that he did take part in the battle: that
after the Battle of Chancellorsville he took part in the Battle
of Gettysburg, and was not court-martialed until after that
battle. So that the man really did the service and was en-
titled to this relief.

I want to say for the Committee on Military Affairs that
we are anxious to do what is right in these cases; that it is
almost impossible for us to consider all of them; and that
whenever gentlemen come before us and take the trouble to
prepare their cases, they are given a hearing, and the com-
mittee tries to report such bills as ought to be reported. It
is, generally speaking, a rule of the committee not to con-
sider a case favorably if the soldier has not had at least two
yearg of honorable service, nor does this always entitle him to
relief. ,

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read a third time, and passed.

WILLIAM II. SEWARD.

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to return
to Calendar No. 349, to the bill (H. R. 8021) to correct the
military record of William H. Seward. In looking over the
bill as passed I find the proviso which has been passed in bills
of this character is omitted, and I ask unanimous consent that
there be added to that bill * Provided, That no pension, bounty,
or allowances shall accrue prior to the passage of this act.”

The SPEAKER The gentleman from California [Mr. Kaux]
asks unanimous consent to return to the bill (H. R. 8921) for
the relief of William H. Seward. ;

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I shall not object because perhaps
it ought to be there, but the addition or omission of that para-
graph to the bill neither adds to nor detracts from the pro-
visions of the Dbill, because all that these bills do is to give the
right to apply for a pension. It can not date back of the date
of the application under any circumstances, and the soldier
under these bills gets no other right than the assumption ef an
honorable discharge when he is applying for a pension.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from illinois [Mr. Maxx]
objects. :

Mr. MANN. XNo; I do not object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman says he does not object. TIs
there objection to returning to this bill? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none. Without objection, the Clerk will insert
that paragraph in the bill. [After a pause.] The Chair hears
no objection.

Mr. KAHN. I also ask that the title be amended so as {o
read, “A bill for the relief of William H. Seward.”

The SPEAKER. The title will be amended to conform with
the revised text. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objec-
tion.

On motion of Mr. Hay, a motion to reconsider the votes by
which the several bills were passed was laid on the table.

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION RILL.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself
inte Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union
for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 28607) making
appropriations for the Diplomsatic and Consular Service for the
fiscal year ending Jone 30, 1014, :

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the bill (II. R. 280607) making appropriations for
the Diplomatic and Consular Service for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1914, with Mr. Rucker of Missouri in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the bLill.

The Clerk read as follows:

A plil (H. R. 28607) making appropriations for the Diplomatic and
Consular Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1014,

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask uwnanimous consent to
recur to page 2, line 19, for the purpose of asking the gentleman
in charge of the bill a question in regard to that provision.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the reguest of the
gentleman from Massachusetts?

Mr. FOSTER. What is the object of returning? The gentle-
man can do that without returning.

Mr. MURRAY. I want to fix attention at that particular
place.
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the

gentleman? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Chairman, I have been asked to learn
whether or not the provigion “Provided, That no salary herein
appropriated shall be paid to any official receiving any other
salary from the United States Government” restricts the ap-
pointment of one on the retired list of the Army or the Navy
to any of these places. I desire to get an expression of opinion
from the gentleman in charge of the bill with reference to that
matter.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. My understanding is that there is
a law prohibiting a retired Army or naval officer from being
appointed to the Diplomatic or Consular Service.

Mr. MURRAY. One on the retired list?

Mr, FLOOD of Virginia. That is my understanding of-the
law.

Mr. MURRAY. Therefore it is not beeause of this proviso
that they can not be appointed, but because of some other pro-
vision?
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Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Because there is a law prohibiting it.

Mr. MURRAY, The gentleman can not give me a reference
to that law?

AMr, FLLOOD of Virginia. I can look it up.

Mr. MURRAY. I would be glad to bhave the gentleman incor-
porate it in the Recorp if he will i

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I will,

Mr. MURRAY. Thank you.

The Clerk read as follows:

Peace Palace at The Hague: For the payment of the contribution on
the part of the United States toward the expenses of the Palace of
I'eace at The Hague, §1,045.25, or 80 much thereof as may be necessary.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
against the paragraph that it is without anthorization.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois makes the
point of order against this section.

Mr., KENDALL. Mr. Chairman, I did not hear what the
point of order made by the gentleman from Illinois was.

The CHAIRMAN., The point of order is that it is not
authorized by law.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, this appropriation
is made as the part which this Government contributes toward
the maintenance of the Peace Palace at The Hague. That
palage at a cost of a million and a half dollars was furnished by
Mr. Carnegie and is maintained at a cost of $19,900, and our
portion of that, under agreement between our representative
and the representatives of some 30 or 40 nations, is this
$1.045.25, which is appropriated in this bill.

Now, that is an agreement entered into by the representative
of this Government with the representatives of these other Gov-
crnments. The court sits in this palace, and these different
Governments are to maintain its gardens and the interior of
the palace for the purposes of this court.

Mr., COX. How did they get at the amount that was to be
assessed to these nations?

My, FLOOD of Virginia.
to our standing.

My, COX. The population of the countries?

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Yes,

Mr., HAMLIN. May I ask by what authority our representa-
tive entered into this kind of an agreement?

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. By authority of a treaty.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the gentleman will permit, the Sec-
retary of State said that while this was not a treaty it had
the force and effect of a treaty. It is an agreement between
the several Governments to confribute pro rata toward the
maintenance of that palace.

Mr. HAMLIN. I understood the chairman of the committee
to make that statement, but the question I asked was where
this representative of our Government got authority to enter
into any such agreement. I do not know as I especially ob-
ject to the appropriation, but what I want to find out is if
our representative acted with the authority or without the au-
thority of this Government.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I will say to the gentleman that
my opinion is the Hague convention of 1899 gave to this tri-
bunal authority to agree to this charge on the part of the United
States.

It is based on some unit system as

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. IAM-
LIN] yield?

Mr. HAMLIN., T will,

Mr. MANN, When this matter was before The Hague tri-

bunal and acted upon favorably, it was voted for by the repre-
sentative of the United States, subject to the subsequent ap-
proval of his Government, How far under the treaty the
State Department has authority to do that I do not pretend
to say, but I assume that in the payment of small expenses
on routine work probably somebody had authority to do it
without asking for a new treaty being made. I do not know,
however,

Mr. IIAMLIN. I just want to say that I understand the
purpose of this, and that it would be somewhat embarrassing,
perhapg, to our Government if we did not participate. But
I want to take advantage of this occasion to also observe that
my judgment is that some people who are authorized to repre-
sent our Government in certain capacities voluntarily expand
their authority frequently, with the result that we are involved,
in the aggregate, in very large expense. I do nof believe that
ought to be permitted.- I think——

Mr. MANN. But you do not make that charge at this time?

Mr. HAMLIN. I am not making it now. I am speaking gen-
erally.
Mr. MANN. The reason that I interrupted the gentleman

was because that when a representative does not do certain

things it is thought that we ought to give special recognition
to the fact.

Mr. HAMLIN. T am not speaking of this special representa-
tive, because I do not know who he was. There is nothing
personal in the matter. I think that perhaps he exceeded his
authority if he sought to bind this Government withont special
authority to do so. But I do not mean he acted in bad faith,
and perhaps he did what he should have done, outside of the
fact that he ought to have waited first for the express author-
ity. But what I was saying did not have any special reference
to this item alone, but was a general reflection on the conduct
of our representatives in dealing with international affairs. I
think there is too loose a practice, and that our representatives
frequently assume to themselves authority which they do not
have. It is no reflection upon the committee, because they
feel likely as I do about this item. It would be embarrassing
if we did not approve it. But committees often feel called
upon to come into the House and appropriate money to make
good on obligations incurred by our agents abroad, when these
agents were not authorized to commit this Government to these
brojects. I think they ought to understand that they must not
attempt to bind this Government unless special authority is
given to them. I think this appropriation ought to be made,
although I think the paragraph is subject to a point of order.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I yield fo the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. CooPEr].

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the chairman of
the committee if this controversy is over the appropriation
asked for as the contribution from this Government to The
Hague tribunal?

Mr. GARNER. Yes, it is.

Mr. KENDALL. It is our contribution for the maintenance
of the palace.

Mr. COOPER. If the gentleman will permit me, I heard the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HaMLIN] inquiring whether our
representative on the administrative council at The Hague
acted beyond his authority. On page 9 of the report on this
bill is & copy of a translation of the order of the day covering
the proceedings of the administrative council on the day when
this question came before it. It appears that the provision
for this appropriation was carried by the votes of the repre-
sentatives of the respective governments, and that the repre-
sentative of the United States voted for it, subject to the ap-
proval of this Government. The translation of the minutes
of the order of the day is as follows:

In order to carry this ont the Foundation requests that the adminis-
trative council will furnish an annual contribution of 49,504 f.
m!'tll‘&aicryesldcnt submits to the meeting the proposition of the French

“The administrative council decides that a sum of 49,504 f. shall he

entered on the budget of the international burcau of the court as an
annual contribution of the powers toward the cost of the Palace of

Peace,

“The administrative council takes note of the undertaking of the
Committee of Directors of the ‘ Carnegie Foundation' to communicate
to thie administrative council as information annually the accounts and
t}le ,Iguimce presented to the controlling committee of the -Founda-
tion.

This proposition was voted for by the President and the representa-
tives of Germany: also by the representetive of the United States of
America, subject to the subsequent approval of his Government,

And all the other nations represented voted. It thus appears
that our representative clearly acted within his authority.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, speaking to the point
of order, the approval of the Government contemplated in that
order was the approval of the executive department of the
Government. It did not have reference to the approval by
Congress. My understanding of the situation is that

Mr. FOWLER. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yleld?

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Yes,

Mr. FOWLER. By what authority does the President have
the right to make such approvals?

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. By viriue of The Hague treaty of
1899.

Mr. FOWLER., What law gives him the authority to make
such approvals?

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. That treafy contemplates the
maintenance of a building at The Hague by the nations that are
parties to that treaty. The United States is one of the parties
to it. This 18 simply the proportion of the United States that
is necessary for keeping up this building there. The building
has been erected and belongs to the nations that are parties to
this treaty.

Mr, FOWLER. This is the first time this question has ever
come up in Congress?
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Mr, FLOOD of Virginia. -Yes; because this is the first time
this amount has ever been set aside for the maintenance of
the PPeace Palace at The Hague.

Mr. FOWLER. And whatever was done by our representa-
tive was done subject to the approval of thesUnited States?

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I think so, Mr. — I think,
when we ratified the treaty that gave to our representative the
right to bind the Government to help maintain the building in
witich this court was to sit, and our representative in this
council agreed to this, subject to approval by the Government,
which means the executive department of the Government.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. The infor-
mation possessed by the Chair on this subject is so meager
that it leaves the question raised by the point of order in Serious
doubt. The Chair will decide the question as he thinks it ought
to be decided, and if the ruling appears to the gentleman to
be wrong the Chair will be glad to submit it to the committee
for its approval or disapproval.

The point of order made by the genileman from Illinois [Mr.
Fowrer] is overruled.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment as
a separate paragrapl.

The CHAIRMAN. The genileman from Missouri [Mr.
DBartmoror] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert as a separate paragraph at the end of page 10 the following :

* Contribution - towa the adornment of the Peace Palace at The
IHague: To enable the United States to contribute to the adornment of

the P'alace of I'eace at The Hague by sending some object of art of
national production, $30.000."

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order
against the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 1llinois [Mr. FowLER]
makes a point of order against the amendment.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman
will reserve his point of order for a moment.

Mr. FOWLER. Yes; I will reserve if.

Mr. BARTIIOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I am in doubt myself as
to whether or not this is subject to a point of order. In support
of ihe amendment I wish to make this statement :

There is being erected, through the generosity of an American
citizen, a great palace dedicated to the cause of international
peace atf The Hague. It appears that the several representa-
tives of the Governments assembled at the second Hagne con-
ference agreed to request their Governments to donate, for the
adornment of that palace, certain gifts typical of the preduc-
tion of each nation, and our representatives were a party to
that agreement. In the summer or fall of this year that great
palace is to be opened, and all the Governments signatory to
The Hague convention and parties to that agreement have fur-
nished their gifts—some of them tapestries, others stained-
glass windows, just in accordance with what the respective
countlies produce—and the most prominent place in that palace
has been assigned to the United States for the purpose of
erecting at the foot of the stairway in the main corridor a
group of statuary.

And that distinction has been accorded to the United States
because it was an American citizen with whose money this
palace is to be erected.

It would be almost a national disgrace if this Government
alone should fail to be represented among those who are ecarry-
ing out their agreements. In my judgment, this obligation by
our Government is an honorable one, and if this item is not
carried in the House I am quite sure it will have to be put on
in the Senate. Therefore I should like to appeal to my friend
from Illinois to withdraw Lig point of order. It is true it is not
a convention or treaty, but it is an agreement into which our
representatives entered, with the understanding that they would
go to their Government and ask for its approval.

Mr, FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, there is no doubt in my mind
but what the original sum carried in the bill, as well as that
proposed by the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. BarTHOLDT], is intended to act as an aroma to a conscience
drug of Andrew Carnegie. If he is able to build peace palaces,
or any other kind of palaces, in foreign countries, he is able to
adorn them, and I am in favor of letting that responsibility rest
on his shoulders. It is true that he has contributed much
money throughout the United States for library buildings, but
upon each occasion he has saddled upon the shoulders of the
people of the locality in which the library is constructed the
responsibility of keeping up and perpetuating the library; and
in the event that the library is not kept up, then the property
reverts to the fund of the quasi donor. I speak of him as the
quasi donor instead of the donor because the people have played
an important part in such donations.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit an
interruption?

Mr. FOWLER. Yes,

Mr. COOPER. The gentleman says these libraries have heen
“ gaddled "—that was his word—upon these communities. Is
there any one of these communities that has not voluntarily as-
sumed the burden by a vote of its city council or other municipal
authority ?

Mr. FOWLER. I used the word “saddled” in speaking of
tge pe;petualion of these libraries, and not in the establishment
thereof.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman reserve his point of

order for a moment?

Mr. FOWLER. Yes; I will reserve it. I will make the point
of order if the Chair requires that it shall be passed upon now.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not require that.

AMr. FOWLER. I, of course, will be courteous enough to my
colleague to reserve the point of order to allow him to make a
statement.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I merely wish to suggest
that this great peace palace will be used in the future Tor the
great international conferences to be held by the Governments
as well as by the parliaments of the world; and but for the
existence of that peace palace the Governments would probably
be called upon to make an appropriation to secure a proper
location for holding these conferences. After this palace is
completed it will be donated free for the use of all the nations.
So in this way we will save money; and I will ask the genile-
man, if he were a delegate representing this great Government
at The Hagne, and the other delegates were to propose that
some gifts representative of the industries of their countries be
given for the adornment of that great peace palace, whether he
alone would stand out against such a proposition and say,
“The American Government and the American people are too
poor or too niggardly to contribute their share for that pur-
pose”? I hope some day the gentleman may be a delegate, and
I am sure he would not do as he said a little while ago on this
floor that these American delegates should have done.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained,

The Clerk read as follows:

SECOND PAX AMERICAN SCIENTIFIC CONGRESS.

To cnable the Government of the United States suitably to participate
in the Sccond Pan American Scientific Congress, to be held in Wash-
ington, D. C., in October, 1914, and for the necessary cxpcuses for clerks,

rinting (including the publication of the proceedings of the congress in
inglish and Spanish), stationery and supplies, and other incidental ex-
nses, Incmdﬁlg rent in the District of Columbia, and for the enter-
ainment of the delegates, $50,000, to be expended under the direction

of the Becretary of Btate; and the Becretary of State is hereby au-
thorized to invite the Governments of ghe American Republics to be
represented by delegates at the sald congress.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
against the paragraph, because there is no authorization, and
for the further reason that the fund is not to be used until
October, 19014. There iz ample time to make an appropriation
for maintaining the Pan American Congress.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I will ask the gentleman from Ilii-
nois to reserve his point of order.

Mr, FOWLER. I will reserve the point of order.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. The item is subject to a point of
order. It is a new item, and there is no law or treaty authoriz-
ing it. But the gentleman from Illinois is mistaken in saying
that there is ample time in another appropriation bill to pro-
vide for this item. Invitations will have to be issued soon if
the congress is to be a success, and these invitations ean not
issue until this appropriation is made. The Committee on
Foreign Affairs regards this as an important appropriation. It
is for the purpose of entertaining the secientific congress of
Pan Americans, to whom an invitation has been given by our
representatives. I do not pretend that they had any authority
of law to extend the invitation, but they did extend it, or ac-
cepted the suggestion that the congress meet here., 'The con-
gresses are resulting in great good to our business, scientific,
educational, and agricultural interests. I have here the hear-
ings containing the statement of a gentleman in the Agricultural
Department.

Mr. KENDALL. If it will not interrupt the genfleman, I
understand this discussion is on the point of order?

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Yes.

Mr. KENDALIL. These scientific congresses have been held
since 1004 in different countries, alternating back and forth. Is
not that true? ;
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Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Not exactly. The scientific con-
gresses have been held in which South American countries par-
ticipated, but I think this is only the second Pan American
scientific congress.

Mr. KENDALL. I havea recollection that in 1908 the same
congress et in Chile, and the Chilean Government made an
appropriation of §150,000 or $200,000.

Mr, FLOOD of Virginia. Yes; that was the first one. It
was held at Santiago, Chile, and that Government spent $154,000.

Mr., KENDALL. The gentleman means a congress that met
with the United States. The Chilean Government entertained
the congress and made an appropriation, I think, of $150,000.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Yes; $154,000.

Mr. KENDALL. This congress is to convene in Washington
in October, 1914, and I think the gentleman from Illinois misin-
terprets the language of the act.

Mr, FOWLER. No; that is my understanding, October, 1914.

Mr, KENDALL. The preparations are going forward now to
entertain this congress; the plans are being perfected, and the
department insists that it will be seriously embarrassed unless
this money is available in the near future.

Mr. FOWLER. Ithink it is quite clear that the appropriation at
the next session of Congress would be in ample time to make pro-
vigion for the United States to entertain this scientific congress.

Mr, KENDALL. The gentlemen in the State Department and
in the Pan American Union having the matter in charge main-
tain that they ought to have the money at once, and if we
design to continue this scientific congress of nations, which has
contributed so much to the welfare of the western world, as
the gentleman from Illinois will discover if he investigates, and
done so much to promote the excellent relntions which ought to
prevail among American Republics, I think the appropriation
ought to be made at this time.

Mr, COX. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KENDALL, I am trespassing upon the time of the gen-
tleman from V.

Mr, FLOOD of Virginia. I will yield to the gentleman,

Mr. COX. What is the necessity of applying a part of this
appropriation for rent in the District of Columbia?

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. They will have to rent rooms to
carry on the preliminary work to get ready for the congress.

Mr. COX. Is there not any rcom or headquarters where the
Pan American Union can get together?

Mr, FLOOD of Virginia. It is not the Pan American Union.
The Pan American Union is in sympathy with this congress,
but is a different institution.

Mr. COX. This congress, then; is there no room which is
available for them without renting quarters?

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. There might be and might not be.
They want authority if there is not.

Mr. COX. Has the gentleman any information as to how
much will be applied for rent?

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Just as little for rent as possible,
because this appropriation has been cut down to the smallest
possible amount.

Mr. COX. Did the gentleman have any hearings before the
committee in relation to it?

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Yes; we have quite a lot of hearings.

Mr. COX. What is the probable estimate?

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I do mot think there is any esti-
mate of what the rent wonld be. The testimony was as to the
importance of the congress, as to the smallness of the appropria-
tion that is contained in the bill, and the general way in which
it would be expended.

Mr. COX. I see it provides for additional clerks. Has the
gentleman any idea about how many additional clerks will be
required?

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I bave not; but I can tell the gen-
tleman the amount that will probably be spent for clerks here.

Mr. COX. Any testimony taken befoere the committee in
regard to it?

AMr. KENDALL. There was an estimate as to clerical as-

sistance of §3,500. Mr. Rowe appeared before the committee, |

as shown on page 9; he was a delegate to the first Pan Ameri-
can congress. He submits these items: For clerical and steno-
graphic assistance prior to the holding of the congress, $6,000.

Mr. OOX. Prior to the holding of the congress?

Mr. KENDALL. That is to make preliminary arrangements
for holding it.

Mr. COX. Is the $6,000 to come out of the $50,0007

Mr. KENDALL. Of course. Then, for clerical and stemo-
graphic assistance during the progress of the congress, $3,500.

Mr., COX. That is nearly $10,000 for clerical and steno-
graphic assistance—$6,000 to be expended before the congress
convenes and $3,500 during the congress.

Mr. KENDALL., Bix thousand dollars fer clerical and steno-
graphic assistance prior to and §3,600 during the sessions of
the congress.

Mr. COX. How many clerks do they propose to employ with
that £9,5007

Mr. KENDALL. I do not believe anybody instituted an in-
vestigation as to how many clerks will be employed.

Mr. COX. And there is mo limit on the pay. This will be a
lump-sum appropriation, and the Secretary of Btate will pay
them whatever salaries he wishes,

Mr. KENDALT. Yes. We have to trust the Secretary of
State not te be too extravagant in. disbursing the $10,000.
Then there was an estimate for the translation of papers, $3,000.

Mr. COX. That makes $12,0007

Mr. KENDALL. And the publication of the proceedings in
English and Spanish, $20,000.

Mr. COX. That is $32,000.

Mr. KENDALL. And extra expenditures mecessary, which
the director general will probably spend in the use of the Pan-
American Building, $2,500.

Mr. COX. That is $34,500.

Mr. KENDALL. I bhave no doubt that it is intended to em-
ploy that £2,500 to defray the expense of rent.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Virginia
has expired.

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the time of the gentleman from Virginia be extended for
five minutes.

The CHATRMAN, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Then they contemplate that enter-
taining the delegates will cost $15,000.

Mr. COX. That leaves about $15,000 for entertainment.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Yes.

Mr. COX. 8o that there will be $3,500 expended for clerical
hire, and so forth, and the remaining $15,000 for entertainment.

Mr. KENDALL. I know it will be gratifying to the gentle-
man from Indiana to know that if we appropriate all of the
money asked for by the American representatives——

Mr. COX. How much did they ask for?

Mr. KENDALL. Fifty thousand dollars.

Mr. COX. And the committee gave them all they asked?

Mr. EENDALL. Yes. I was about to say that I know it
will be gratifying to the gentleman from Indiana, who is an
economist, that even though we grant all that they ask——

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. An economist or a political
economist?

Mr. KENDALL. Both—even though we grant all the Amer-
ican representatives asked, the amount will still be only one-
third of what the comparatively small Government of Chile ap-
propriated for a similar purpose in 1908,

Mr. COX. The gentleman in his calculations has consumed
here the sum total of §50,000 and left nothing for rent. Was
there any evidence at all before the committee as to the prob-
able amount that would be reguired for that? .

Mr, FLOOD of Virginia. There is $500 left to cover the
rent.

Mr. COX. Does the gentleman think that will cover the
rent?

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Yes.

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say just a word
about this. I believe the $50,000 will be the best money we
could invest in this enterprise. There is not a man on the floor
who does not know that in Eurcope Germany and some other
foreign countries have a little more friendly relation with the
South American Republics than we have, not because of any
antagonism between them and us, but chiefly because they do
not know us so well. They have that because they are in touch
with Europeans aleng lines of trade. We are opening up the
Panama Canal. If there is anything we want, it is the trade of
the South American Republics, and we want them to be our
friends first. We ought to invoke every opportunity to cultivate
the warmest friendly relations with the 20 South and Cen-
tral American Republics, that have four billions of trade, and
we ought to have 80 or 90 per cent of that. [Applause.] We
have a handieap of 8,000 miles over our nearest competitors. If
we expect to get this trade, we ought fo eultivate those relations
that will bring the trade to us. There is no way that we can
expend $50,000 that will be better, more econemically spent for
the trade of this country than the $50,000 that is to be expended
in inviting the representatives of these Republics here and giv-
ing them an exhibition of what we have in this country. I hope
the gentleman frem Illinois will withdraw his point of order,
because of the very meritorious object that is involved in this
expenditure.
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Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, this item ought
to remain in the bill, if only because of the good will it ex-
presses toward the Latin American countries. One of the com-
mercial drawbacks of the United States is our lack of knowledge
of the good qualities of the people of South America. We ought
to encourage a better understanding of them and their customs,
and there is no befter way than to hold these ocecasional Pan
American congresses. The Chilean Government appropriated
$154,000 to defray the expenses of the First Pan American
Scientific Congress, which was eminently successful, and since
that congress voted to assemble in the United States we ought
to be in a position to extend the hand of hospitality. If the
gentlemen insist upon the point of order, it will lead to much
confusion and misunderstanding, which will be regrettable. I
hope the item may be permitted to remain in the bill.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the regular order.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois make
the point of order on this section? g

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I want to make a
suggestion—— =

Mr. MANN. I asked for the regular order, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Will the gentleman just wait for a
moment? He is taking me off my feet——

Mr. MANN. I asked for the regular order. We are wasting
too much time on this. We ought to get through some time.

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman insist upon his point
of order?

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be courteous to
the chairman of this committee, and I would be very glad—

The CHATIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. Does
the gentleman withdraw his point of order?

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask unanimous
consent that the chairman of this committee be permitied to
make his statement.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I demand the regular order. We
ought to have passed this bill before this time.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be sustained.

The Clerk read as follows:

International congress on uniform bills of exchange, etc.: For the
Pnrncipatlon by the United States in the adjourned meeting at The
Iague of the international co ss for the purpose of promoting uni-
form legislation concerning bills of exchanfe and checks, including
compensation, clerical assistance, and actual and necessary travelin
and subsistence expenses of an expert delegate, §7,000, or so mu
thereof as may be necessary,

Mr. FOWLER. My, Chairman, I make the point of order
agninst the paragraph.

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr, Chairman—

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman
rise?

Mr. HAMLIN. I make a point of order against the para-
graph.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has been made by the
gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Will the gentleman reserve his
point of order for a moment? I desire to make a statement if
the gentleman will.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman.

Mr. MANN. I suggest the point of order has been reserved.
I think we ought to get through with this bill,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the genfleman on
the point of order. .

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I want to be heard on the point of
order.

Mr. MANN. T have no objection to the gentleman making a
statement with reference to the matter, but it seems to me we
ought to progress, and I will ask for the regular order.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I can be heard on the point of

order.

Mr. MANN. Has the point of order been made?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; and the Chair desires to hear the
gentleman in opposition to if.

Mr. MANN. That is all right; I understood the point of order
was reserved.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fowrer] and the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. Haxmrin] that this is also an important item car-
ried in this bill, and it bas been carefully considered by the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and while probably subject to the
point of order, it is an item of expenditure which wonld mean a
great saving to the United States. W2 have had several of
these conferences on bills of exchange. "The first appropriation
for this purpose was in 1909, amounting to $9,000; another in
1911, amounting to $3,000; and another in 1912, amounting to
$2,000. Conference was held in 1910—June 23 to July 16—and

in 1912, from June 16 fto July 23. The first conference consid-
ered the unification of laws relating to international exchange
and submitted drafts of a convention. The second conference re-
vised and considered the drafts and also considered the subject
of uniform laws relating to checks. These subjects are to be
considered at the proposed conference during the present year.
All principal European and Latin American countries are repre-
sented. The conference is endeavoring to reduce about 40 sys-
tems of legislation in relation to exchange to 2 systems and
simplify use of checks in international financial transactions.
Banking, exporting, and legal interests would be benefited. It
costs an extravagant amount to get exchange in some of the east-
ern countries now, and the object of this authorization is to com-
plete the work that has been done by these former conferences
and make uniform, or nearly so, systems of bills of exchange.

Mr. HAMLIN., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Yes,

Mr. HAMLIN. I have read very carefully the report sub-
miited by the committee, and I find we took up this work in
1909. We have already expended $14,000, and so far as I know
there has been nothing accomplished.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Oh, yes, there has.

Mr. HAMLIN. Now we propose to appropriate $7.000 more,
and I find nothing in the report that leads to any hope or
assurance that we will have accomplished anything when we
have expended that, which would make a total of $21,000, and
it will go on ad infinitum it seems to me. Then, I want to
make this further suggestion. Nothing in the report indicates
if we could agree on some uniform bill or system of exchange
that we would save anything. There is no indication that
rates would be made lower or anything of the kind, and it
seems to me we are loading down this appropriation bill to
no good purpose.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. If the report indicates that nothing
has been done the report is in fault. As to the working of the
present system, I will ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. DirexpERFER] to give a little history of his experience and
knowledge of this subject.

Mr. DIFENDERFER. Mr. Chairman, so far as I am per-
sonally concerned and so far as my experience has gone, I feel
that it is essentially important there should be universal ex-
change in these eastern countries——

The CHAIRMAN. Permit the Chair to say to the gentleman
that the only question before the committee now is the point
of order made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FowrLEr].

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. We are trying to get him to with-
draw that point of order.

Mr. HAMLIN. I will say to the gentlemen of the committee
that if the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fowrer] withdraws
the point of order, I will renew it.

Mr. MANN. Then I ask for the regular order.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I have made the point of
order and will stand by it.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

The Clerk read as follows:

International radiotelegraphic convention: For the share of the
United States for the fiscal year 1014, as a Sarty to the international
radiotelegraphie conv?ntions heretofore signed, of the expenses of the
radiotelegraphic service of the International Bureau of -the Tele-
graphic Union at Berne, Switzerland, $2,000.

The Clerk concluded the reading of the bill, as follows:
CONTINGENT EXPENSES, UNITED STATES CONSULATES.

Expenses of providing all such statlonery, blanks, record and other
books, seals, presses, flags, signs, rent (allowance for rent not to cxeeed
in any case 30 per cent of the officer’s salary), postage, furniture, in-
cluding typewriters and exchange of same, statistics, newspapers,
freight (forelgn and domestic), telegrams, advertising, messenger serv-
iee, traveling expenses of consular officers and consular assistants, com-
pensation of Chinese writers, loss by exchange, and such other mis-
cellaneous ex?enses as the President may think necessary for the
several consulates and consolar agencles in the transaction of their
business, $471,600.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. On page 24, line 2, after the word
“ postage,” I want to insert the words “ for repairs to consular
buildings owned by the United States.”

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr, Froon]
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 24, line 2, before the word * postage,” Insert the words * re-
pairs to consular buildings owned by the United States."

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Froon].

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, on page 24, I discover that the
amount is $21,600 more for the last paragraph than was carried
in the Dbill a year ago. I desire to offer an amendment making
the sum $450,000 instead of $471,600,




3176

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

FEBRUARY 14,

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 24, line 10, strike out the figures * 471,600 " and insert In Heu
thereof the figures * 450,000."

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. That reduces it to $450,0007

Mr. FOWLER. Yes.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I will say to the committee that
$450,000 is not enough for this item. They had $450,000 and
ran short, and they had to eut off some of the most important
matters for which this money is spent. For instance, making
repairs to consulates has absolutely been neglected ever since
this apprepriation has been eut down, and the telegraphic serv-
ice has been cut off. It has been demonstrated that $450,000 has
not been sufficient.

Mr. FOWLER, What was the amount two years ago?

Mr. FLOOD of Yirginia. The amount two years ago, I think,
was $475,000.

Mr. FOWLER. And was it cut in the Iast bill?

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. It was cut in the last bill.

Mr. CLINE. They spent last year $465,000.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. And they were cramped at that.
The Consular Service apparently costs this Government $2,000,000
a year, but they get back in fees alone every cent of it except
$260,000. This service is doing great good to the country and
is eosting the Government very little,

Mr. FOWLER. Is there a deficit in this fund now?

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. There is a deficit of $8,000 right
now.

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, the explanation of the chair-
man of the committee makes out a good case, and I do not de-
sire to cripple this fund at all. If it is necessary, I do not
desire to press my amendment, and I ask unanimous consent
to withdraw it.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FowLer]
asks unanimous consent to withdraw the amendment just of-

‘fered. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, T ask for the regular order.

AMr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous
consent to go back to page 14 of the bill, and offer an amend-
ment, in line 8, as follows:

Page 14, line 8, after the word “ the,” where it first oecurs, insert the
word * calendar.”

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Froop]? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Virginia, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 14, line 8, after the word * the,” where It first occurs, insert the
word * calendar.”

The CHATRMAN.
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendinent was agreed to.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous
consent to be allowed to offer an amendment on page 20, * Sec-
ond Pan American Scientific Congress,” changing the appropria-
tion from $50,000 to $30,000. We could get the other £20,000 in
the next apprepriation.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Froon]
asks unanimous consent to return to page 20 of the bill, for the
purpose of offering an amendment.

Mr. MANN. That is the item that went out on the point of
order, and I object.

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. 'I ask that the totals in the bill be
changed.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent
that the Clerk may correct the totals in the bill. Is there objee-
tion?

There was no objection.

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I move that the
committee do now rise and report the bill and amendments to
the House.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Rucker of Missouri, Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that commitiee, having had under consideration the
bill (H. R. 28607) making appropriations for the Diplomatic
and Consular Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1014,
had directed him to report the same back to the House with
sundry amendments, with the recommendation that the amend-
ments be agreed to and that the bill as amended deo pass.

The question is on agreeing to the amend-

The SPEAKER.
ment?

There was no demand for a separate vote.

The SPEAKER. If not, the amendments will be considered
in gross. The question is on agreeing to the amendments,

The amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill as amended.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Froop of Virginia, a motion to reconsider
the vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.

EIGHT-HOUR PILL,

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I call up the
conference report on the bill (H. R. 18787) relating to the limi-
tation of the hours of daily service of laborers and mechanies
employed upon the public work of the United States and of the
District of Columbia, and of all persons employed in construct-
ing, maintaining, or improving the rivers and harbors of the
United States and of the District of Columbia, and ask that
the statement be read in lien of the conference report.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the reading of the
statement in lieu of the conference report? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none. The Clerk will read the statement,

The conference report is as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT (NO. 1497).

The commitiee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R.
18787, having met, after full and free conference, have agreed
;o“recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as

ollows: :

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 2.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, and 9, and agree
to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows:

After the word “ persons,” in line 2, page 3, strike out all the
words down to the end of section 1 and insert the following:
“ Employed in connection with dredging or rock exeavations in
any river or harbor of the United SBtates or of the District of
Columbia while not directly operating dredging or rock exea-
vating machinery or tools, nor to persons engaged in construc-
tior or repair of levees or revetments necessary for protection
against floods or overflows on the navigable rivers of the United
States.” so that the proviso in section 1 will read:

“ Provided, That nothing in this act shall apply or be con-
strued to apply to persons employed in connection with dredg-
ing or rock exeavation in any river or harbor of the United
States or of the District of Columbia while not directly operat-
ing dredging or rock-excavating machinery or tools, nor to per-
gons engaged in construction or repair of levees or revetments
necessary for protection against floods or overflows on the
navigable waters of the United States.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

W. B. WiLson,

FRANK BUCHARARN,
Managers on the part of the House.

War. E. Boram,

BexJ, F. SHIVELY,
Managers on the part of the Senale.

The statement was read, as follows:
STATEMENT.

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two ITouses on the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 18787) relating to the limitation
of the hours of daily service of laborers and mechanies em-
ployed upon a public work of the United States and the District
of Columbia, and of all persons employed in eonstrueting, mnin-
taining, or improving a river or harbor of the United Siates
and of the District of Columbia, submit the fellowing writfen
statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon
by the conference committee and submitted in the accompany-
ing conference report as to each of the amendments of the

1, 3, 4, 6, and 7: Strike out the word
ving the bill so that it applies to “ dredging, or
rock excavation” instead of to “dredging, snagging, or rock
excavation ™ as it appeared in the bill as it passed the House.
Amendment No. 2: Struck out the words “ terminate within
nine hours from the beginning of the weorkday ™ after the word

Is a separate vote demanded on any amend-
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“ghall,” in line 11, page 2, and inserted the words “be con-
tinuous except for eustomary intervals for meals or rest.” The
effect of the restoration of the language used in the House bill
is to prevent the workday being extended by means of long
intervals for meals or rest.

Amendment No. 5: Would have repealed the eight-hour law
of August 1, 1892, The amendment proposed by the conference
corrects that defect.

Amendment No. 8: Exclndes from the operations of the act
work done under contracts entered into under the previsions
of appropriation acts approved prior to the passage of this act.

Amendment No. 9: Provides that this act shall become effee-
tive and be in foerce on and after March 1, 1913,

W. B. WiLsox,
FrAXK BUCHANAN,
Menagers on the part of the House.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer-
ence report.
The conference report was agreed to.

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
TUnion for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 287380) making
appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions
of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914,
and for other purpeses; and, pending that motion, I desire to
know from my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from
Iowa [Mr. Goop], what provision we ean make with reference
to general debate? I will state that we have on this side appli-
cations for 2 hours and 15 minutes. Has the gentleman any
applications for time?

AMr, GOOD. I have very little demand for time on this side.
I suggest that we limit the time to an hour and a half on a
side, and I will yield the gentleman from Georgia some of my
time to care for reguests on his side.

Mr. BARTLETT. Very well. Mr. Speaker, I ask nmanimous
consent that general debate be limited to three hours, one hour
and a half to a side, to be controlled, respectively, one-half by
the gentleman from Fowa and one-half by myself.

The SPEAKER. The request of the gentleman from Georgia
is that general debate be confined to three hours, ene half to be
controlled by himself and the other half by the gentleman from
Jowa [Mr. Goop]. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

Mr. BARTLETT. I move, Mr, Speaker, that the Honse re-
solve itself into Commitiee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the consideration of the bill

The motion was agreed fo.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of
ithe bill (H. R. 28730) making appropriations for the payment
of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1914, and for other purposes, with Mr,
Davis of West Virginia in the chair.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani-
‘mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 45 minutes of my time to
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BaArRTLETT].

Mr. BARTLETT. I thank the gentleman for yielding to me
a portion of his time. I will not undertake at this moment to
discuss this bill except to say that it carries for the next fiseal
year $180,300,000.

The last pension appropriation bill earried $152,000,000, and
the increase has been due to the act of May 11, 1912, known
as the Sherwood bill, and afterwards in the Senate as the Me-
Cumber bill.

It is estimated that the decreases in pensions will amount to
about $2,000,000, so that there will be necessary an increase of
$30,000,000 added to the $150,000,000 of last year. In other
words, if it had not been for the act of May 11, 1912, this bill
probably would not have exceeded $150,000,000. By reason of
that act it becomes necessary to appropriate $30,000,000 addi-
tional.

There is also carried in this bill a provision for surgeon’s
examination fees. Last year the bill carried $200,000, which
amount was sufficient. This year we carry $100,000 additional.
This increased appropriation grows out of fhe increased neces-
sity for surgeon’s personal examinations of applicants, as a
result of a decision made by the Secretary of the Interior, which

decision has doubled the number of surgeon’s examinations over
those which had theretofore been made. I have that deeision
and will eall attention to it at the proper time.

It is fair teo say that there will be a deficiency in this item
for the present year, and that will be asked for on the deficiency
bill. That deficiency will amount to $100,000 more, so that the
total will be $400.000 instead of $200,000, as carried in the last
bill, which we will be compelled to pay for surgeons’ examina-
tion fees by reason of this decision.

In addition to that, it appears that there will be a deficiency
in the present fiscal year which will have to be provided for of
$15,000,000, not taken care of in this bill as a matter of course,
but already incurred by reason of the act of May 11, 1912.

This bill carries a provision which declares that pensions
now paid to parties residing in foreign countries and who are
not citizens of the United States, but are citizens of foreign coun-
tries, shall no lenger be paid. It also carrfes a provision te
use an unexpended balance for the purpose of providing the
files and necessary labor-saving office fixtures in order to carry
on the work in the office, and an appropriation of $500 for
Dpostage on foreign pensions, That is the whole bill. Now, Mr.
Speaker, I will yield to my colleague from Georgia——
» Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Before the gentleman from
Georgia yields the floor will he yield for a guestion?

Mr. BARTLETT. Certainly.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Upon the subject of the in-
crease of $200,000 for additional surgeons’ fees for examina-
tions, is it the judgment of the gentleman that that additional
expenditure is represented by a better or a more just adminis-
tration of this service?

Mr. BARTLETT. I have the deeisien of the Secretary of
the Interior with reference to those examinations, and I will
insert it in the Recorp. I did not intend to discuss it at this

It appears that the Commissioner of Pensiong, in determining
whether an applicant was entitled to a pension under the act of
1912 by reason of being ineapacitated from disease, decided a
case upon the evidenee submitted—that is, the doctor’s evi-
dence and the affidavits of people who knew the applicant. The
commissioner held this to be a question of fact, and determined
it from that. Three or more of these cases were appealed to
the Secretary of the Interior, who reversed that ruling of the
Commissioner of Pensions, and held that such cases were en-
titled to be passed upon only after there had been an examina-
tion by some member of the surgeons’ board in the particular
locality ; in other words, required before finally passing upon it
either adversely or favorably, that there should be a surgeon’s
examination of the applicant himself and not simply the testi-
mony by affidaviis of the applicant’s physician and those who
knew him. This increased the necessity for surgeons’ examina-
tions to such an extent that it has doubled the work. Twice as
many examinations are required as heretofore, when they could
pay the expenses with $200,000, but now will require $400,000.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. My question was whether, in
the judgment of the gentleman, from what knowledge he has of
the administration of the office, it has resulted in a better ad-
ministration of this service, or otherwise.

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman has asked me a questiom,
and I am going to state very frankly that I do not think it has
resulted in a administration. The gentleman will recall
that this House, upon the legislative, executive, and judicial ap-
propriation bill of last year or the year before, abolished this
board of pension appeals.

Notwithstanding the pension board of appeals, there is now
existing in the Assistant Attorney General's office in the Inte-
rior Department virtually another board of appeals. Four are
men on the rolls of the Pension Office, with salaries running
up to $1,800, who are detailed from that office to the Assistant
Attorney General's office, and, with ofher men detaniled to his
office, they pass upon these appeals. They pass upon the judz-
ment of those in the Pension Office who are their superior offi-
cers with a higher salary.

Such is the law which was undertaken to be remedied in the
provision reported in the legislative, executive, and judicial ap-
propriation bill at this sesslon—that there should be no appeal
exeept unpon questions of law. That went out ocn a point of
order. Now you can appeal every case yon desire directly to
the Secretary of the Interior on both questions of law and ques-

| tions of fact. I think there should not be any appeal on ques-
' tions of fact from the deeisions of the officers in the Pension

Office. I think that it becomes a question of fact to be deter-
mined by the Commissioner of Pensions whether a man is in-

| eapacitated to work, by his own testimony, the testimony eof

those associated with him, or the family acquainted with his
physical condition.

R R Tt A = M IR A T s o P A e e S O U SR G S




3178

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

FEBRUARY 14,

It puts an additional burden of expense on the Government
to require the Government, before it can determine whether a
man is entitled to a pension, or to require the claimant before
determination to have some one of these numerous physicians
that we appoint all over the country examine him and have
the Government pay this additional $200,000. I do not think
it is good policy for the administration of the Pension Office
or atn economical administration of the affairs of the Govern-
ment,

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. It occurs to me that if it
does not result in better service it is hardly worth while to
incur the expense.

Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman desires to move to strike
it out, he can do so, but the gentleman must understand that
the Appropriation Committee having charge of this bill and
all bills must endeavor to give to the officials of the Govern-
ment enough money to run it. I apprehend that there would
be guite a protest, to put it mildly, from gentlemen in this
House upon that side and upon this if we refuse to furnish to
these applicants for pensions under the act of 1912 the means
to have it ascertained by medical experts whether or not they
are entitled to a pension. The Secretary has formerly decided
that that is the only way in which the department can cor~
rectly determine whether the claimant is entitled to a pension,
and has reversed the Commissioner of Pensions in deciding
that a man was not entitled to a pension without requiring the
medical examination.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, BARTLETT. Certainly.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Can the gentleman iell us how
many persons will be affected, and how much will be saved if
the limitation in lines 20 to 23, on page 2, is in this bill when
it becomes a law?

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, we pay the people residing
in foreign countries the sum of $967,863.80. In addition, we pro-
vide $500 for postage for sending the pension vouchers through
the mails. We could not do it under the check system that we
have provided for in the last pension bill, but we have to con-
tinue the voucher system in that regard.

This proposition was in the last pension appropriation bill,
and upon that I gave some information to the House obtained
by an. examination of the Commissioner of Pensions before the
subcommittee. We find from his report that there resides out
of the United States 5,465 people on the pension roll to whom
pensions are paid. 'That embraces countries from Algeria to
Wales.

The Commissioner of Pensions testified before the committee
last year that there were very few who were citizens of the
United States. The most of them who are citizens of the
United States were people connected with foreign service of
United States, or who were traveling abroad, not citizens of any
other country. There were some on the Canal Zone to whom
they were sent. The number, he said, would not exceed 20 all
told.

It is fair to say that the construction that may be put upon
his testimony is that he intended to say that there were not
over 20 connected with the service of the Government who were
abroad not as citizens but temporarily residing there. That is
all the information I have on the subject.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I do not think the gentleman
quite nnderstood my question. As I understand it, the amount
of pensions paid to soldiers who are nonresidents of the United
States amounts to something like $940,000. .

Mr. BARTLETT. No; to people who were abroad, whether
residing abroad temporarily or who were abroad in the service
of the United States.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. What I want to know is, If
the gentleman can tell how many of those are drawing pensions
for actual disabilities incurred in the service, because they will
continue to draw pensions under this bill?

Mr. BARTLETT. We undertook to find that out and we did
not get any information. I will very cheerfully give the gentle-
man all of the information I have. We undertook to find out
about it, but neither the Pension Commissioner nor the chief
statistielan, Dr. Thompson, could give it to us.

1 now yield 30 minutes to my colleague, the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. RoDDENBERY].

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, standing at the closing
days of the last session of the Sixty-second Congress, we are
about to conclude the passage through the House of the various
annual appropriation bills. The bill now under consideration
is the pension appropriation bill, carrying with it $180,000,000.
This money, after it is appropriated by Congress, is disbursed
through the Pension Office. Several days ago I made some re-
marks touching the official character and qualities of a few of

the officers drawing big salaries in connection with this depart-
ment. I hold here a photograph of five Union soldiers. Three
of them are partially legless and on erutches. Two of them are
armless. They stand together. They represent in true type the
character of men that a Government ought to pension. There
are other worthy classes still, but it was never contemplated in
the early days that able-bodied men with ample financial re-
sources should receive the bounty of the Government. We shall
not discuss at any great length those 800,000 on the pension rolls
of to-day; but, adverting to the head from the Pension Bureau,
I desire o say that in a few weeks the Democratic Party will
take charge of the administration of that department. as well as
of all the other departments of the Government. I hope that
they will get a one-armed or one-legged old fighter of the days
of 1860 and 1865 and put him at the head of that department to
measure out to these old soldiers what the Government con-
tributes to them and to administer its affairs, I hope that the
next four years will not witness as the head of that department
a pensioner who draws a $5,000 salary and a pension besides
;:lpg)t; the ground that he is totally incapacitated for work and

There is an eminent candidate for that position now. Ile
has publicly announced his candidacy for Commissioner of Pen-
sions. His picture is on one side of this sheet of paper and hig
pedigree on the other. It begins like the biographies in our
Congressional Directories. He was born on the farm, he was
educated in the common schools, he taught school, he studied
law, he was admitted to the bar, he held a little office, he went
to the war, and he returned. Ie took a keen interest in poli-
tics, he held school-board positions and others, He goes into
detail to tell the country what his great services have been,
even to being physically able to be a candidate for Congress as
late as 1908; but he does not anywhere tell that he has been
for nearly 20 years drawing a pension as an invalid pensioner,
incapable of performing labor. Although he now draws a lib-.
eral salary in the Pension Bureau, he still draws a pension
granted and continued on the ground of physical incapacity,
and according to his platform he is so well, hale, hearty, and
strong as to aspire to a $5,000 office. Gentlemen, is that the
kind of man whom you can expect to fairly administer pension
laws? T eall attention to it. Possibly the suggestion may aid
us in obtaining the *‘highest efficiency ” at one place in the
public service. I do not know the gentleman whose record
?Fehaks; for ifl:?glefl tHem_ias doubgless an estimable gentleman, but

e is qua o w an invalid pension h i
futl‘u Cogm!ssioner of Pensions, ? 70 Seunue
r. BATES., Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman claim
one of the glaring faults of the Republigcan Party is thattm?:
has had a man administering the Pension Office who is himself
a pensioner? If that is true, I would like to ask the gentleman
if during the last two Democratic administrations Union sol-
diers were not appointed to administer the Pension Office, and

if they themselves were not pensioners. :

Mr. RODDENBERY. I want to say to the gentleman that
my remarks are not addressed in any partisan way at all.

Mr. BATES. I understand, but the gentleman questions the
propriety of a pensioned Union soldier administering the Pen-
sion Office. T want to ask the gentleman if that hss not been
the practice of both the Democratic and Republican Parties?

Mr. RODDENBERY. Why, I just remarked that if you will
take one of these old one-legged and one-armed veterans, if he
is drawing a pensién, and gets it for his wounds or fighting
qualities, and he is not incapacitated from performing valuable
service, he should be preferred; but I assert as a matter of
common honesty an office ought not to be given to a soldier
who draws an invalid pension on the ground that he is a
physical wreck and unable to care for himself. Under the law,
unless that condifion of physical disability continues, he is not
entitled to a peasion. If the condition does continue, he can not
be gqualified for Commissioner of Pensions. Do not give to such
a man an office that requires the services of a man worth $5,000
a year. In other words, give us an old soldier and not a fraud
on the pension rolls. That is what I ask for, regardless of what
party is in charge.

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RODDENBERY. Yes.

Mr. CALLAWAY. The gentleman's objection is not that he
gets a pension, but that he draws it on a lying basis.

Mr. RODDENBERY. If the gentleman is capable of being
Pension Commissioner, that is falrly and quite well stated.

Mr. CALLAWAY. The gentleman thinks if he gets a pension
for fighting qualities it ought to so state.

Mr. RODDENBERY. The old soldiers of the country who are
entitled to pensions want them, and they want their comrades
to have them. The old soldiers of the country who deserve pen-
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sions do not want any more frauds on the roll than a citizen
who never was a soldier, and you will never convince the old
soldiers of this country that a man who can hold that $5,000-a-
year job down is an invalid and a physical wreck and incapaci-
tated to labor. Moreover, we need not expect, and nobody will
expect, that department to be well administered if the chief
executive officer is a man who is drawing a pension to which he
is not entitled himsgelf.

I adverted to this, not that I expect to direct my remarks
further now to it, but to eall attention to the fact that in a
few days a head of that department will be named. Therefore,
now is the time for Democrats to look out for honest and effi-
clent administrators. Do not let us make the same mistake
the Republicans have lately made, and, so far as I know, the
same mistake Demoerats in former times may have made. Get
as the chief officer of that department an old soldler of a high
type, which characterizes the great majority of those who now
draw pensions.

I had risen, however, Mr. Chairman, to speak on another line.
The Republican platform last enunciated =ays that—

We commend the earnest effort of the Rf-guhlicnn administration to
secure greater economy, and inerease the efficiency In the conduct of
public business. Jxtravagant apprepriations and the creation of un-
necessary offices are an injustice to the taxpayer and a bad example
to the citizen. :

The Roosevelt platform, on the same line, sald: iy,

» b g moet 8 O
tht‘!‘? %ft:ml O(L}I;"ﬁ;getﬂ‘ :n;eaadjillﬁ?gp ttggl'é.li:‘ui}ig;h‘lo‘;s tllec Federal
bureans which increase the economy and efliciency of the Geovernment
gervice, prevent duplications, and secure better results to the taxpayer
for every dellar expended.

The Democratic platform said:

We denounce the profligate waste of the money wrung from the e
by anresuive taxation through the lavish appropriations of recent Re-
publican Congresses, which have keft taxes high and rednced the &t;r-
chasing power of the people's toil. We demand a return to t
simplicity and eeonomy which befits a Demoeratic Government and a
reduction in the number of useless officers, the salaries of which drain
the substance of the people.

Here we see that all three political parties, which went to
the people last November proclaimed against wasteful extrava-
gance and unjustified expenditure of public money. l‘he_ Re-
publicans bad been in power for many years and they pointed
out that henceforth vast extravagance would be eurfailed; the
new party, seeking the approval of the people, announced that
there was nécessity for the same thing; the victorious party,
with the light of the past legislation before them and with
full consciousness of what the future held ouf, denounced the
waste of the money wrung from the people by the Republicans
and demanded a return to simplicity and economy.

The people took our party at their word. They had a right
to if you can believe what men say in declarations of principles
and policies. The concluding paragraph of our platform says:

1 ch w lieve to be essential
tooot}fr I:::ggxﬁlil i:eftr:ltel'e?f gll..lll?cf gliezh:re m;r.lgﬁ to be kept when in
office as well as relied upon during the campaign.

We reiterated these pledges during the campaign, we pledged
the people we would keep them when intrusted with power.
The supreme pledge of our platform was lowering taxes,
abating Republican extravaganee, and refrenching public ex-
penditure; that if we were charged with the responsibility of
government the profligate waste of the past Republican adminis-
trations would cease, and that the wasteful expenditure of the
people’s toil money would come to an end. How can that be
done? There are about 14 great appropriation bills, If these
bills earry a reduction, our pledges will be performed. If these
bills do not earry a reduction our pledges can not be performed,
but they will be repudiated. The bare statement of the case
makes this conclusion self-evident. TLet me, then, take up the
appropriation bills one by one. The agricultural appropriation
bill up to the Senate now is but nominally increased. The
Army bill increases by approximately $3,000,000 the previous
appropriation. Genflemen, are we carrying out our pledge to the
people that we told them we would live up to in office as well
as during the campaign? The diplomatic and consular bill,
you know the increase there; the Distriet of Columbia bill, you
know the increase there; the fortifications bill, you know some-
thing of the increase of a million and a fraction there,

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RODDENBERY. No; I do not yield.

Mr. SHERLEY. I would like to have the gentleman make a
statement about the fortifications bill, as I am responsible for
that bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RODDENBERY. No; I will not yield. The gentleman
can correct any statement I make. I state again that that bill
is larger than it was for the present appropriation year, there-

Tore our pledge has mot been executed there. The Indian ap-
propriation bill has shriveled a little from providential causes.

The legislative, executive, and judicial bill is one of the fixed
charges of the Government, and in view of the fact that Con-
gress will soon be increased by forty-odd Members and their
secretaries and other charges, of course, we were obliged to
meet the conditions as they presented themselves to us. The
Military Academy bill is next; you know the status of that
bill. The naval appropriation bill is increased practically
£30,000,000. We denounced the past extravagance of expendi-
ture of Republicans, and now what have we in this bill to prove
the justice of that denunciation? e said in our platform that
our pledges are to be kept in office as well as relied unpon to
get into office. Does the $30,000,000 in the naval bill repudiate
our platform or not?

My, MURRAY. Mr. Chairman— 2

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yleld?

Mr. RODDENBERY. I can not yield to my colleagne.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. RODDENBERY. The pension appropriation bill is next,
and it is now before us, carrying $180,000,000, and $15,000,000
more, us deficlency, yet to come in another bill. I said over a
year ago, when this propaganda was on, that the budget on
this item would go to $200,000,000, and gentlemen smiled. It
is already on the threshold of it. Ah, but you say a certain
general pension bill has been passed in the meantime. Of
course, that is true, and, gentlemen, I will not discuss it now;
but a Democratic House passed it, and if this is to our credit,
take credit for it; if it is not, we must take the discredit.

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman—I will give him
some time—-

Mr. RODDENBERY. I yield.

Mr. BARTLETT. The Democratic convention which made
that platform, and every member of it, knew at the time it
made that declaration that that pension bill had been passed
and that it would increase the payment of pensions, estimated
at from thirty to forty or fifty million dollars, did not they?

Mr. RODDENBERY. I so understand.

Mr. BARTLETT. In spite of that, they put a plank in the
platform providing for liberal pensions, did they not?

Mr. RODDENBERY. I think they did.

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Chairman——

Mr. RODDENBERY. If my colleague is in position to extend
my time somewhat, I can yield; but if not, I can not yield.

Mr. BARTLETT. I am not in that position just now. I will
give the gentleman the time I took to ask him a question. |

Mr. RODDENBERY. Then, I can not yield. The rivers and
harbors bill has passed the IHouse and is practically twice as
large as the previous bill. There is about $17,000,000 to $20,-
000,000 increase. The sundry civil bill we have not seen yet.
The deficiency bill has not come in yet. 'These enumerated bills
cover substantinlly all the asmual appropriations. Gentle-
men, where is the bill in which we have carried out our pledge
to reduce the expenditure of the people’s money and correct
Republican extravagance? Now, I see gentlemen standing
around, who want to ask me what our platform says about
liberal pengions; what it says about extending our river im-
provements: what it says about an efficient Navy, et cetera, I
see them wanting to rise up mow. Gentlemen, we are all fa-
miliar with the platform, but where is the man who will say
that those declarations were intended to nullify our charge
against the Republicans or their wasteful and profligate ex-
penditure of public money? Where is the man who can deny
our pledge to reduce instead of increase appropriations? Do
gentlemen argue that the declarations of our platform touching
these great public improvements were intended to nullify that
plank of the platform and to O, K. the previous expenditures
of the Republicans? If so, then, it was a deliberate effort to
deceive the American people. It was not intended to be done.
Where are the useless salaries that these Republicans have been
putting in the appropriation bills, and that we have been rais-
ing hades about for 16 years, that we have trimmed down?
Where are the Republican fraudulent and useless offices and
projects that we charged to be leeches on the people that we have
cut out? Where are the money reforms that we have worked?

Gentlemen, I am speaking as a Democrat who needs no cer-
tifieate to that Democracy, and invifes any criticism that gen-
tlemen here or elsewhere may desire to indulge. I do not
belong to that school of Democrats who will announce a plat-
form and run on it to get into office, and then by every appro-
priation bill we pass violate it in letfer and in spirit. In our
platform we charged that “lavish appropriations of recent
Republican Congresses” kept “taxes high.” Why, do not the
pending more lavish appropriations convict us, as Democrats,
of the same charge? The people will not be deceived; we can
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not be deceived. We may just as well face it. As painful as
the facts are, I am speaking the plain unvarnished fruth. I
make these observations now, gentlemen, at a time when it is
not too late to keep the faith and to live up to our platform. If
our party meant what it said when it pledged that we would
ent out unrighteous expenditure and extravagant appropria-
tions, we have time and power yet in which to do it. Upon the
pretense of party unity I will not acquiesce in party perfidy.
Gentlemen, a Democratic President will be inaugurated inside
of three weeks. A Democratic House will convene here and a
Democratic Senate will convene yonder. Why not halt now and
relieve Democrats who give up their office on the 4th of March,
and a hundred Republicans who go out here to be supplanted
by Demoerats on the 4th of March, and a Senate that will be
transferred from Republicanism to Democracy—why not let
these freshly chosen servants whom the voters have elected
shape and frame these charges on the Federal revenue? What
folly—I can not say hypocrisy—to let the retiring Congress in-
cur the largest charge upon the Treasury in the history of the
Republie, and then expect the next extra session te cut down
the revenues needed to pay them by a substantial revision of
the tariff. It will confront us on every schedule. Apologists
will say that this is the short session, and that it is customary
that appropriations should be passed now. If we can pass
them, and do it in compliance and performance with our plat-
form, well and good; but if on their face they show a viclation
of our pledge to the people, no custom will justify it. Such a
course will at the outset impede our President in every step he
takes to be true to the people and his high office.

Gentlemen, these bills not only carry $115,000,000 more than
the Republicans ever appropriated, but the naval bill, the rivers
and harbors bill, the military bill, and other bills, anthorize
contracts by the Government to be carried out in the future,
which during each succeeding year will be a tax and a burden
during the entire term of Mr. Wilson's administration. I de-
clare it to be a violation of our duty to the party as well as to
the country to pass these exorbitant bills, carrying appropria-
tions and earrying future obligations to appropriate, and unload
them upon a Democratic President on the very threshold of his
administration.

You say to delay these bills until the extra session will break
precedents. If we have the President I think we have, we will
break several precedents. Every precedent broken will be a
bad precedent and broken for the purpose of living up to
our pledges and keeping faith with the people. If we as Demo-
crats do not break precedents, we will accomplish mnothing.
In order to preserve inviolate our political honor and carry into
effect our platform utterances it absolutely demands the break-
ing of precedents. Thus only will we overthrow misrule and
bring to pass the plighted promise to give the country a return to
simplicity and economy. The President elect has already broken
one or two precedents. Our plaiform says to return to * sim-
plicity and economy.” He has put the ring into the nose of
this King (George coronation ball and led it around to the back
door and said, “You are about to inaugurate a Democratic
President with a Belshazzar's feast. Get thee hence™; and a
lordly precedent is shattered. So far as the President elect is con-
cerned, he has lived up to the simplicity part of it. We stand
to-day face to face with our obligation to live up to the economy
part of it. Shall we let our President, on the 4th of March,
come into office confronted and handicapped at the beginning
of his administration with the most appalling and profligate
expenditure of public money the Republic has ever seen? We
are respousible for these outrages, not the Republicans. This is
a Democratic House. I implore you, shall the first Democratic
President for nearly two decades be hobbled and finally slaugh-
tered in the house of his friends? Are our platform declara-
tions of economy to be lived up to in office as scrupulously as
we were diligent in denouncing this very extravagance in the
campaign?

Gentlemen, let the Democrats who have lately been elected
carry out their pledges to the people. We can meet in extra
sesgion on the 4th of March or the 5th of March or at any
early time and pass these bills rather than violate party honor
or sacrifice and sarrender public confidence. There is no ur-
gency for these appropriations. It will be the 1st of July be-
fore any of this money can be expended. The present appro-
priations are already made to that date. This great and ap-
parently irresistible pressure to ram through these bills now
in the dying hours of a Congress make me suspect that there are
certain interests of sinister purpose in this country which know
that unless they can get their hands deep down into the Public
Treasury now, saddling onerous burdens on honest toil, they
will not be able to do it after the 4th of March. The Demo-
cratic House and Democratic Senate which are in the extra

session to levy the taxes ought also, by every token of reason
and justice, control and expend the taxes which they levy.

Genflemen, I am willing to join you in a concerted crusade
to postpone legislation which violates our pledge to the people.
But whether you do it or not, let me say to you that hence-
forth, between now and the 4th of March, as a Representative
and as a Democrat, with our platform as the contract our party
has made with the people, so far as I can, though but little it
be, this violation of solemn party pledges will not dishonor
the statute books unresisted and unopposed. We charged the
Republicans in the express language of our platform with
wringing money from the people’s toil by extravagant appro-
priations.

Are we going to expect the people to think that the Republi-
cans have been grafting on the Treasury and recklessly wast-
ing the substance of the people when we appropriate all they
did and a hundred millions more the first dash out of the hox?
[Laughter.] I am almost ready to apologize to the disconsolate
Republicans if that is so. [Applause.] On the 4th of March
we will bid a lot of them good-by, but if this unprecedented
and indefensible extravagance is a sample of Democratic gov-
ernment, on the 4th of March, 1915, there will be a lot of them
here to tell us “ Howdy,” and in a few hours thereafter there
will be several of us who will go to them and say, “ Our people
have called us home: good-by.”

We need not take the people of this country for a set of
driveling idiots or infernal fools. Do we suppose that with a
Democratic propaganda, waged for 16 years, on the argument that
the Republicans were robbing the people, were putting intoler-
able burdens upon their backs, were raping the Public Treasury,
and ought to be turned out, when they take our word for it and
turn them out and turn us in, that they will not chastise us
with brands of burning shame and hurl us from power when
we not only rape the Treasury as the Republicans did, but with
a $115,000,000 increase dagger cut its throat and stab party
integrity to the heart? [Applause on the Republican side.]

Gentlemen, I have no apologies to make for these remarks.
My innermost soul yearns to see the party of Jefferson live up
to its political contract just as its members live up to their
private obligations. I desire to see the Democratic Party per-
form its pledges to the people just as we perform our pledges
in private affairs. Every Democrat knows the staggering total -
of these impending appropriations, if enacted, will be a vio-
lation of public faith and party trust as indefensible as the
betrayal of the Republicans in passing the Payne tariff law for
which the people in 1910 rebuked them. T appeal to the Mem-
bers here who love vital Democracy and have burning in their
hearts the spirit of fidelity to the people, to rise now and let the
Democratic powers on this gide—if powers they be—understand
that they ecan not pass this legislation unless it squares with the
platform on which our party campaign was conducted, and nn-
less it is in accordance with the contract we made with the
people when they intrusted us with power. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleinan
from Iowa [Mr. Goop] to consume some of his time,

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the gentle-
man from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massacliusetts [Mr.
GArDNER] is recognized for 30 minutes.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, it will not
be possible to expedite business in this body until there is a
thorough revision of the rules of the House. There ought to
‘have been a thorough revision long ago, but every time that the
rules of the House have been altered it has been in the middle of
a hair-pulling match.

I am very, very tired of the argument that our rules must be
good rules because they have existed since the beginning of the
Government. You might just as well say that quill pens and
mounted messengers would serve our purposes as well as iype-
writers and telephones. Why, Mr. Chairman, a self-respecting
parliament of pterodactyls or dinosaurs would get rid of half
these rules. If it is possible so fo drafi them, rules ought to be
so simple that an ordinary Member of the House of Representa-
tives might have some sort of a chance on this floor even against
the most expert leader of the minority.

I used 40 wonder why a thorough revision has been so long
delayed. I discovered the reason by asking myself this ques-
tion, “ GarpNER, why is it that you advoecate a complete revision
of the rules when you know at heart that you do not want
them revised?” I believe that the rules ought to be revized,
and yet it will rob me of a good deal of my stock in trade if a
revision takes place, because familiarity with the mysteries of
the rules gives me a great advantage. A good many other men
are in the same situation as I am. We advocate the revision
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of the rules; we will support a proposal for revision; but at
heart there is not one of us who is praying for it to take place,

During this Congress I have introduced a number of resolu-
tions looking to changes of the rules in certain respects. For
instance, I have introduced a resolution aimed against the
filibustering which takes place on Calendar Wednesday. Mr.
Chairman, I was the stork that brought Calendar Wednesday,
and I am rather ashamed of the infant which I left on the door-
step of this body. But, to tell you the truth, he has been led
astray by persons in this House who ought to have nursed him
tenderly.

Then, again, in this Congress I introduced a resolution look-
ing to a change in our absurd system of pairs, under which the
attitude of Members on pending legislation is concealed rather
than revealed. I have infroduced a resolution taking away
from the Speaker the power of arbifrary recognition in the mat-
ter of motions to suspend the rules. I <o not mean to say that
the Speaker has too much power. I doubt whether he has
enough power. Perhaps we have gone from one extreme to the
other., Nevertheless, I have always beileved that, whenever
possible, recognition should be governed by rules and customs.
Ordinarily, recognition ought to be a right. Certainly it ought
never to be a favor.

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman tell us where he pro-
poses to place the power touching recogrition on a motion to
suspend the rules?

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. My resolution requires the
Speaker to recognize Members on suspension day. The gentle-
man would naturally say that under such a rule recognition
would depend on youth, agility, and vociferousness. To a greatei
or less extent that is true.

Mr. SHERLEY. I am not criticizing the gentleman’'s resolu-
tion. I am asking for information.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I understand that the gen-
tleman is not eriticizing. I am not satisfied that the resolution
I have introduced would accomplish the object which I seek;
but with good faith on the part of the Speaker I think it would
do so0.

Mr. Chairman, I do not intend this afternoon to discuss the
rules in general except so far as they relate to the clarity of
our statutes, I am here to talk about certain measures which
are pending before this House—measures which soon will be re-
ported—measures whose adoption, I believe, will result in such
an improvement in the drafting of our laws, that in the future
their lucidity and simplicity will equal the standard set by the
statutes of Great Britain.

In Great Britain the members of the cabinet have at their
service an official known as the parliamentary counsel, together
with his assistants. The business of the counsel's office is to
draft bills for the administrative officers of the Government and
to watch these bills on their passage through Parliament. As
you know, Mr. Chairman, almost all the public laws which the
British Parliament enacts originate with the cabinet, and the
cabinet embraces the heads of the principal administrative de-
partments of the Government. Under the British system the
heads of departments are selected from the membership of
Parliament.

When a bill is on its passage through Congress there are cer-
tain stages where it must be carefully watched or its meaning
may be rendered obscure, contradictory, or even repugnant to
the object which it is sought to attain. When an individual
Member firgt introduces an important bill it makes very little
difference whether it is well drafted or not. In reality it is but
little more than a suggestion for legislation. Everyone here
knows that all the important bills are reported after they are
thrashed out by the committee which has jurisdiction. In
reality an important bill when reported is a combination of
many men's ideas, although it may carry the name of the com-
mittee chairman.

The first point, then, at which we need legislative counsel
occurs when a commitiee is about to report a bill, for it is the
bill as reported, not the bill as introduced, which is going to
be considered by the House. Accordingly, at the reporting stage
occurs our first opportunity of going wrong.

The next opportunity for the injection of confuslon into a
measure occurs when amendments are offered either in the
House or in Committee of the Whole. Ill-considered amend-
ments, plausible-sounding amendments, are often adopted by
the House without the slightest consideration as to what effect
those amendments in one section are going to have on some
other section that has not been read, or, perhaps, has been read
and agreed to. There is no let up when once a measure is
under way toward its passage; no time to reconcile incon-
sistencies produced by hasty amendmenf, no chance to reform
faulty or obscure wording. :
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The next opportunity for confusion arises when the bill is in
conference. Nothing could have been clearer than the neces-
sity of legislative counsel in the conferences that took place
on the immigration bill. We conferees were criticized and
forced to confer three times before we got that bill right. Very
likely we might have got it right the first time if we had had
legislative counsel to aid us. It is almost certain that we
should have required but two conferences. But the provision
of legislative counsel will not by itself insure lucidity and
uniformity in our statutes. We ought to have a reference
bureau as a part of the Library. It ought to be possible for
Members of Congress, for chairmen of committees, for the legis-
lative counsel to go to the Library and say, “ Present to us the
comparative legislation of different countries and different
States on the pending question; present to us the arguments
for it and the arguments against it; show us what has been
done on this same line in this country or elsewhere; show us
with what statutes we must beware of conflict. Give us this in-
formation in available form, concenirated and digested.” Wis-
consin was the pioneer State in adopting the reference-bureau
system and the official bill drafting system, and certainly the
statutes of Wisconsin are models of clearness,

If our statutes are to be lucid, I regard it as essential, first,
that we install a reference bureau in the Library so that we
may readily secure the information on which to act; and,
second, that we employ legislative counselors, appointed by
the Speaker for the House of Representatives. Presumably the
Senate would adopt a similar plan. These legislative counsel-
ors should serve with committees when a bill is about to be
reported. They should also, on occasion, have the privilege
of the floor when bills of importance are up, so as to guard
against the adoption of ill-drafted amendments. They should
be at the service of the House managers in conferences between
the two Houses.

But even then, when we have established the reference
bureau, when we have supplied the legislative counsel, we must
go a step further and provide ample opportunity under our
rules for the counselors to exercise their functions. Suppose
that the House adopts an ill-considered amendment to some bill.
The counsel may be aware of the fact that the amendment dis-
torts the meaning of half a dozen sections which have already,
been agreed to. He may know that the amendment creates a
new crime and yet no new penalty to correspond, or that its
wording covers a far wider scope than is intended. Of what
use is all that knowledge if no opportunity is offered to find
out just what sections are distorted, just what laws are re-
pealed, and just what steps should be taken to get the matter
into proper form? Unless a definite opportunity is offered for
corrections that bill, counselors or no counselors, must go to the
Senatfe, as it does to-day, with all its iniquities upon it.

And so I advocate the creation of a committee on bills in
the third reading. To-day when a bill is before the House the
stages of engrossment and third reading are consolidated. I
propose their separation. To-day when all amendments have
been dealt with, the question is on the engrossment and third
reading of the bill. If that question is answered in the affirma-
tive, and if the previous question has been ordered according
to custom, the bill is at once put upon its passage unless a
motion to recommit is interposed.

I propose that after the amendments are disposed of the ques-
tion shall be on the third reading only of bills and joint reso-
lutions. If that question is answered in the affirmative, I pro-
pose that bills and resolutions shall go at once to the committee
on bills in the third reading for correction. The committee on
bills in the third reading, with the assistance of the legislative
counselors, will prune out all inconsistencies and false refer-
ences, simplify all complexities in wording, reconcile the meas-
ure with existing statutes, and then report it back to the House.
The committee should be authorized to make minor changes, but
every change of importance should be reported as an amend-
ment for the House to act upon, and every change, important or
unimportant, should be clearly designated. Then, Mr. Chair-
man, after the report had been received and the amendments dis-
posed of, the question would come on the passage of the bill.
In this way we can at least insure the correct drafting of bills
sent to the Senate. If the Senate were to adopt a similar sys-
tem, the toils of a conference committee would be vastly less.

Adopting these reforms, to wit, the reference bureau, the
legislative counsel, and the committee on bills in the third read-
ing, separating the stages of the third reading and engross-
ment, will go far to clarify our statutes. In addition, if it
can be devised, I should like to see some system adopted under
which important amendments might be printed in the REcorp
before they are offered. I am aware of the difficulties that
present themselves in trying to adopt a change of that sort. We
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might adopt the system of the British Parliament, which, to
some extent, remedies the evil. If we could do so, it would
belp still forther to clarify our statutes.

There is another reform which I hope to see adopted in time,
with the same purpose in view. We try too much to work out
details in our statutes. We ought to trust more to our execn-
tive officers. We try to presecribe, work out, the administration
of our laws down to the last particular, apparently out of jeal-
ousy or mistrust of our departmental heads.

To use the immigration bill as an illustration once more:
That bill prescribes down to the smallest detail the manner in
which the reading ability of an immigrant shall be tested. In- |
finite and perplexing detail is characteristic of the whole of |
our immigration law. Now, if we only could make up our |
minds to place sufficient eonfidence in our Secretaries of Com-
merce and Labor no such minutiz need be inserted. It would |
be quite sufficient to lay down ecertain broad provisions to be |
adjusted and enforced by rules and regulations to be laid |
down by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor.

The time has come—in faet, it came some time ago—when it

is the permanent officials who really conduct the departments |
of this Government. Whether a Secretary of Commerce and |

Labor is favorable or unfavorable to immigration, except in a
very few exceptional instances, the administration of the
immigration law is certain to be substantially the same. There
will shortly be presented to this House for its consideration a
resolution prepared by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Evans].

This resolution will provide for the appointment of legislative |

counselors by the Speaker. The gentleman from Illinois will
likewise report in a new draft a bill introduced by the gentle-
man from Wisconsin [Mr. Nersox] providing for a legislative
reference bureau. Both the resolution and the bill have the
unanimous approval of the Committee on the Library. Inci-
dentally I might say that the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. WinsoN] also introduced a bill somewhat similar to that
introduced by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Nersox].
However, inasmuch as Mr. NeLsox organized the hearings and
brought us a wealth of information upon the subject, and,
moreover, pressed the matier with the greatest intelligence,
diligence, and convincingness, the committee agreed with Mr.
Evaxs that the measure ought to earry Mr. NzLson’s name.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?
, Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Yes.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. From what body would the legislative |

counselors be drawn? From this body?

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Oh, no; they would be the
very best lawyers we could get for the price. I am informed
that the Parliament of Great Britain pays $12,500 for its chief
counselor and $10,000 for its second counselor.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, will the genileman yield?

Mr, GARDNER of Massachusetts. Certainly.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Does not the gentleman think it would
also be a good rule to provide that bills introduced to amend
statutes should on the face of the bill show the language as
it would read if the amendment prevailed, either in italics or
otherwize?

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. T think, at all events, that
every bill reported by a committee ought to show en its face the
resultant reading of any statute which it seeks to amend. I am
not sure that it is essential to require so much when a Member
infroduces a bill. I am confident that every bill to amend an
existing law ought, when reported from a committee, to show
not only the changes proposed but alse the resultant language
of the law which would follow the enactment of the amendatory
measure.

Mr. LONGWORTH. That method is in vogue in the Ohio
Legislature. Before it can be considered, the bill must show
wpon its face the new wording of the statute and the statute as
it existed.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Before it may be con-
sidered by a standing committee?

Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Suppose a bill in conflict
with that role is introduced into the Ohio Legisiature, what
becomes of it?

Mr. LONGWORTH. I have forgotten now whether a motion
to reject would be in order, but it is such a well-fixed rule that
no member would think of introducing the bill and not comply-
ing with it.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Offhand, I should say
that such a rule sounds wise.

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inguire if my
colleague, who has given me a good deal of information since
Jhe rose, has at all considered the amendment to the rales sug-

gested by the genileman from Kentucky [Mr. SEERLEY] creating
a committee on estimates and expenditures.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I have that in my port-
folio; yes.

Mr. MURRAY. And whether the gentleman has any opinions
which he wishes to express upon that subject.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I have not gone into it
critically. So far as I have formed an opinion, I am entirely
in agreement with the purpese of that reselution of the gentle-
man from Kentucky.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will per-
mit, I will say that I introduced another resolution dealing
| with another matter more directly in connection with what the
| gentleman said to-day——

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I have that other resolu-
titm also on my desk.

Mr. SHERLEY. That was a resolution introduced some years
| ago for the appointment of a clerk by the Speaker, who should
| hold office during good behavior, and who should bear the same
Ire]ation to substantive law that the parliamentary clerk bears
to parliamentary Iaw.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachuseits. I have the gentleman's
resolution on my desk. I did not think to mention the faet
| that he had introduced it at a prior Congress, but I was aware
of the fact. It was an omission on my part not to call attention
to it.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I will yield.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Has the gentleman from Massachusetts
considered the advisability of a rule requiring the furnishing
| to each Member, either in his room or on his desk, a copy of all
the public bills introduced, so they may not, as is now the ease,
be taken unawares when a bill suddenly comes up, either by way,
of unanimous consent or otherwise?

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I have not considered
that idea, and, as a casual opinion, I do not think that such a
rule is required. Advance information as to the consideration
of measures is fairly accessible to Members. Not always, but
frequently, a Member's lack of diligence results in his being
taken unawares.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. That is frue; but would it not be better
if we have some rule, so that bills might go to the Members®
| rooms or——

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetis. I can not agree that we
are paid $7,500 to do nothing but say yea and nay and attend
to our constituents’ chores.

b Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I agree with the gentleman on that.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetits. I really think that one
of the great faults of this House is that Members do not de
the drudgery which is necessary in order to train themselves
to keep track of what is going on legislatively.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. If the gentleman will permit,
it ocenrred to me while the gentleman has been speaking that
he has now struck at one of the great difficulties about legisla-
tion in the House, and the query has been in my mind whether
if we create an expert to do all the details of this work it will
not lead to still greater carelessness upon the part of individual
Members?

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. The gentleman from South
Dakota mistakes the purpose of the resolution. The rescintion
| does not supply legislative counselors for the use of any indi-
vidual Members. There is no reason why we should not draft
our own bills. If we do not know how to do it, we ought to
learn. If we can not learn, we might as well give way to some
one better gualified to earn a salary of $7,500 per annum. It is
of no importance to the Nation whether the bill which I iatro-
duee or which you introduce is correctly drawn; the important
question is whether the bill which comes out of the committee
is correctly drawn. The Evans resolution provides that the
legislative counselor shall be availabla for committees, not for
individnal Members. If you or I wish te intreduce a bill on any
subject, it is a great deal better for everyone if we puzzle if
out ourselves. That is the way in which you have zequired
the training which has given you your desirable standing in
the House of Representatives. You have worked things out
for yourself,

Mr, MARTIN of South Dakota. Does not that at least tend
to develop in the House a few individuals, regarding a few par-
ticular measures, who do go fo the bottom of and become
experts upon that subject, and is net that a very valuable
asset in legislation?

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Unquestionably; the spe-

cialist is very valuable,
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Mr. MARITIN of South Dakota. It occurs to me whether or
not the body of our law is not now so large that if we depend
upon a legislative counselor or a body of legislative counselors
who become experts upon a part of it that it may lessen this
habit of individual Members becoming expert in certain
branches of legislation.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. It is largely a question
of judgment as to where the balance should rest. Of course
I can see, as the gentleman does, the objection to hiring men to
do our work for us, and for that reason I opposed in committee
the proposition that these counselors should be available for
the use of private Members. I took the point of view that the
public has no interest in the accuracy of the drafting of a bill
until the time arrives when the committee report is about to be
presented.

Now, Mr. Chairman, to go on at the point where I left off.
I have said that Mr. Evaxs has prepared and will report a reso-
lution providing for legislative counselors. I have told yom
that Mr. Evaxs will also report in a new draft the Nelson bill
for a reference bureaun. The new draft of Mr. NeLsox's bill
strikes out all after the enacting clause and inserts the text of
the Evans or committee bill, but that does not mean that Mr.
Nersox's ideas are stricken out. As a matter of fact the Evans
draft is replete with Mr. Nevsox's ideas, but for the sake of
convenience we have adopted the method of striking out all
after the enacting clause.

Mr. HARDWICK. I desire to ask the gentleman, when does
the gentleman hope to obtain consideration for this measure?

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Consideration of it can
only be obtained by unanimous consent, which means, 1 suppose,
that the matter must go over until the next Congress.

The faect is that these measures have not actually as yet been
reported, although a report has been ordered. The gentleman
realizes, however, that in order to get the mind of the House
on any new question it usually is necessary to start the agita-
tion some time beforehand. z

AMr. HARDWICK. How many of these propositions which
the gentleman has been discussing belong properly to the juris-
diction of the Committee on Rules?

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. The resolution which I
mys=elf am going to introduce to-day, providing for a committee
on bills in the third reading—and it is rather an elaborate
rule—must of necessity go to the Committee on Rules. The
proposition for the library reference bureau falls within the
jurisdiction of the Library Committee. As originally intro-
duced the library veference bureau bill provided for a bill-
drafting department, with legislative counselors for the service
of Senators and Representatives. The Library Committee
thought it better to separate the question of a reference bureau
from the counselor question, Hence the separate Evans resolu-
tion for counselors.

Mr. HARDWICK. Just a moment, if the gentleman please.
The counselors matter would not belong at all to the Library
Committee, wonld it?

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Well, we discussed that
question with Mr. Crisp, anl I admit that our jurisdiction
would be doubtful if the matter were to come up entirely anew.
But the Library Committee was given jurisdiction of the whole
question when the original Nelson bill was referred to it.

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit, my resolution,
which dealt with one cubject, went to the Committee on Rules.

Mr, GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, the fact is
this. The four principal bills dealing with this question were
introduced by Senator Owex, Senator LA ForrerTe, Mr. NELSON,
and Mr. Wicsox of Pennsylvania. All four of those bills com-
bined the legislative reference bureau and the counselors into
a separate division of the Library, under charge of the Libra-
rian of Congress. That was the origin of our jurisdiction in
the matter. Now, of course, we had no jurisdiction of any rule
which contemplates a change in the manner of considering bills
in this House. I, as a private Member, may introduce such a
rule, and, in fact, I have drawn such a rule and propose to in-
troduce it, but there is no way by which I can steer it within
the jurisdiction of the Library Committee.

Of course, this whole question probably will not arise until
the next Congress, but I sought this opportunity to explain the
whole scope of our plan and the correlation of its various parts,
in order, if I might, to interest the Members in this effort to
improve the composition of our statutes, I felt that some one
ought to explain that the problem, in our opinion, must be dealt
with in separate parts by different committees. Without a full
knowledge on the part of the House of the entire plan I believed
that we should be exceptionally handicapped in its proper
execution. !

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Ohio [Mr. SHERWOOD].

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Chairmuan, I read from the report
accompanying this bill:

In the hearings before the committee it is stated that $30,000,000
‘ivs{llnbc required to make payment of pensions under the act of May 11,

From all the information that I can obtain from the Pension
Office, no later ago than last week, the bill of May 11, 1912,
will not take out of the Federal Treasury in the ensuing year
over $22,000,000. The statistics that I was able to obtain from
the Pension Office on last Thursday are as follows:

Three hundred thousand cases have already been adjudicated
or passed upon. The average increase on those 300,000 cases
is $6 per month, or $72 per year. That makes the aggregate
inerease $£21,600,000 on account of this bill.

The soldiers of the Civil War are dying at the rate of about
3,000 per month, or about 36,000 per year, and the number of
deaths that will occur within the ensuing year will more than
offset the pensions to be further allowed, which amount to a
very few outside of those that are in dispute, where the evidence
is not sufficient. I find also that this increase of pensions is
largely on account of the war against the Filipinos or in the
Philippine Islands. There are now on the pension rolls 59,638
soldiers ontside of the soldiers of the Civil War, and there are
not over 1,300 soldiers outside of the soldiers of the Spanisk-
American War and the Philippine insurrection, which would
include the soldiers of the War with Mexico.

I find the average pension paid to the soldiers who lost their
hLealth in the Philippines, or from disability, is $160 per year,
an aggregate of $9,542,080. That increase is not on account of
the Sherwood pension bill passed last May, but it is on account
of pensions drawn under other pensions laws and in other wars,

You will remember that when the bill known as the Sherwood
pension bill was under discussgion in the House there were
amendments put on that bill on the floor of the House that
increased the aggregate over and above the amount of the bill
as framed by the committee between $11,000,000 and $12,000,000,
and you will recall also that on a stand-up vote in this House,
when the House was in Committee of the Whole, it lacked only
23 votes, or a change of 13 votes, to have passed a bill that
would have carried $75,000,000, not for pensions based on serv-
ice but based upon age alene,

I think it is due to the House to know that when that bill
came back from the Senate, with the Pension Office report
claiming that the original House bill would carry $75,000,000,
I stated on the floor of this House that this bill as amended in
the Senate would not carry over $22,000,000.

These figures are fairly verified by the statistics from the I’en-
sion Office, obtained last week, indicating that it will not carry
over $21,600,000. Hence the charge is unfounded that we have
increased by $75.000,000 the pension roll on behalf of the sol-
diers of the Civil War—a charge made in the New York Herald
last week: also charging me with the responsibility of that bill.
Instead of its being $75,000,000, it will be less than $22 000,000,
I have an idea—and I do not want to advise this committee—
that the pensions under that act could be cut at least $8,000,000
and still leave enough to pay all the pensions under that law.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. SHERWOOD. Yes,

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman take the responsibility
of offering an amendment to reduce the amount?

Mr. SHERWOOD. I would not take the responsibility of
advising any committee of this House, because 1 have perfect
confidence in the judgment of the committee.

Mr. BARTLETT. I will sayto the gentleman from Ohio thatif
we could reduce this amount I for one would be very glad to doit.

Mr. SHERWOOD. I am giving you the best figures I could
obtain from the Pension Office.

Mr. BARTLETT. We had the officials from the Pension
Office before us. They said before that it would be nearly
£75,000,000, and they came near proving it from the estimates
w2 have. .

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Burkrey having
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the
President was communicated to the House of Representatives,
by Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries, who also informed the
House of Representatives that the President had approved and
slgned billg of the following titles: x

On Febroary 7, 1913:

H. R. 23451. An act to pay certain employees of the Govern-
ment for injuries received while in the discharge of their duties;
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H. RR. 2350. An act to refund eertain tennage taxes and light
dues;

IL R. 12813, An aet to refund duties cellected on lace-making
and other machines and parts or accessories thereof imported
subsequently to August 5, 1909, and prior te January 1, 1911 ;

FE. B. 20385. An act to reimburse Charles 8. Jackson; and

H. . 24365. An act providing for the taking over by the

TUnited States Government of the Confederate cemetery at
Little, Roek, Ark.
On 10, 1913:

H. It. 25711, An act amending section 3392 of the Revised
Statutes of the United States, as amended by section 32 of the
aet of August 5, 1900

H. R. 26549. An act to provide for the consiruction or pur-
ehase of motor boat for customs service; and

H. It. 27157. An aet granting an extension of time to construet
@ bridge acress Rock River, at er near Colona Ferry, in the
State of Illineis. ;

On February 11, 1913

H. &. 8151. An act providing for the adjustment of the grant
of lands in aid ef the eenstruction of the Corvallis and Yaquina
Bay military wagon read, and ef conflicting claims te lands
within the limits of said grant; and

H. R. 23351. An act fo amend an act entitled “An act te pre-
vide for an enlarged homestead.”

On February 12, 1913

I R. 8861. An act for the relief of the legal representatives
of Samuel Schiffer; and

IL R. 25002. An act te amend section 73 and section 76 of
the act of August 27, 1804, entitled “An act to reduce taxation,
te provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes.™

On February 13, 1013 :

H.R. 21524, An aet for the relief of Frederick H. Ferris:

H. R, 2T879. An act providing autherity for the Northern
Pacific Ruilway Co. to construct a bridge across the Missouri
River im sec. 36, T. 134 N, . 79 W, in the State of North
Dakota ;

FE R. 27044, An act te extend the time for eomstructing a
bridge aeross the Mississippi River at Minneapelis, Minn. ;

H.R. 27986. An act to extend the time for construeting a
bridge acress the Mississippi River at Minneapelis, Minm.;

H. R. 27987. An act to extend the time for constructing
bridge across the Mississippi River at Minneapolis, Minn.;

H. R. 27988, An act to extend the time for eonstrueting a
bridge across the Mississippi River at Minneapelis, Minm. ;

H. R. 28186. An aect making appropriations for fortifications
and other works of defense, for the armament thereef, for the
procurement of heayy ordnance for trial and service, and for
other purpeses; and

H. R. 16450, An act to punish the unlawful breaking of seals
of railread ears containing interstate or foreign shipments,

a

the unlawful entering of suely cars, the stealing of freight and |

press packages or baggage or articles im proeess of transpor-
tation in interstate shipment, and the felonious aspertatiom |
of such freight or express packages or baggage or articles
therefrom inte anether distriet of the United States, and the
felonious possession or reception: of the same,

On February 14, 1913:

H. R.15181. An act for the relief of Farry S. Wade; J

H. R.18425. An act for the relief of Simon Nager;

H. R. 28094, An act to amend sectiom 06, ehapter 5, of the
act of Congress of March 3, 1911, entitled “ The Judicial Code” ;
and

H. R. 1332, An act regulating Indian allotments disposed of
by will

PENSION APPEOPRIATION BILL.

The committee resmmed its sessiom

Afr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chaivman, I yield 40 minutes to the i

gentleman from Texas [Mr. Carcaway].

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Garrerr). The gentleman from Texas
[Ar. Carraway] is recognized for 40 minutes.

Mr. CALLAWAY, Mr. Chairman, I want to discuss a report

(No. 1506) from the Commitfee on Expenditures in the Imterfor |

Department, filed by Mr. Hexsiey, chairman of the subcom-
mittee which went to Arizona to make an investigation of the
Salt River irrigation project and the irrigation project on the
Gila River Indian Reservation. I was a member of that com-
mittee: We had with us Judge M. C. Bureh and B. C. O'Brien
from the Department of Justice and the office of the Attorney
General, who rendered us material aid in our investigation and
alse in the preparation of this report.

Mr, Chairman, in order to make myself clearly understood, |
it will be necessary for me to give the gist of the desert-land
lezws applicable, because that is desert country, and also the
gist of the reclamation act passed in June, 1902. The desert-

land act provides for the sale of desert land in certain States
and Territories and is, in part, as follows:

Ln&p&rm of , upon: pnyment of 25 cents per acre,
Taration T uatn with the register and the receiver of the 1
district in which any desert land is situated he intends to reclajm
a traet of desert Iand not exceeding one section by conducting water
upon same wlthln the period of years thereafter : Provided, hoi-
e use of water the person so condueting the
640 acres shall depend u.puu
e iR
pon sa ory proo
mmm receiver of the mlnmattm of said tract of land in the
aforesaid, and upon the payment to the reeeiver of the addi-
tlona.l. sum of §1 per acre for a tract of land not exceeding 640 acres (o
n, & patent shall be issued to him : Previded, That no per-
h& to enmn more than one tract of land and net
Nothing herein contained shall prevent
a clalmant ﬁ'om nmklng hls ﬂnal entry and receiy l:ﬁahh patent ak an
earlier date tha.n. hereinbefore prescribed, provided he then makes

the roof of reclamation te the aggregate extent of £F per
| acre: = » That proof be further required of the cnitivation of cne-
eighth land.

You can see from the excerpts that T have readd that the law
provides that any person may take up one seetion, and no more,
| of this land by paying 25 cents per aere, filing tees, and doing
| sufficient werk any time within three years to amount fo %%
| per acre and by paying to the receiver $1 per acre on the land
hl:t:' him filed upon. He has three years within which to do the

work, but he may do the $3 worth of work per acre within one
or two years, and when the $3 worth ef work per aere is dome
and proof of it made and $1 per acre paid he ean seeure his
patent.

| Following this act in 1002, Congress passed the national
Freclamation aet, part of which I will read:
i

That upon the determination b{el.he Seeretary of the Interior that
any irrigation. projeet is practicab he may cause to be let cantracis
rm» the construction of the same, * * * and thereupon he shalf gicve
puauo natice of me lands irrigable under such project and limit of arem
e'm‘rgﬂe limit shall represent the aﬂengﬂ which, in the epiniom
of th cretary, may be reasonuh!y requiired for the support of a
rfnmny upon the lands in qnestion; also of the charges which shall bFe
| made. per am upon the said entrics and upon lands. in private ownerahip
- which: may be ted by the waters of the sald irrigation project,
and the number of annual installments, not exceeding 10, in which sl
charges shall be paid and the time when such paymenis shall gommence,
The said charges shall be determined with a view o ,{ roturning to. the
reciamation: fund m ESTIMATED: COST of conslrue of the project.
* @& * No right to the use of water for land im private ownersiip
shail be sold for a tract exceeding 160 acres ta any one landowner, and
na. such: - shall be made to any landowner unless he be an sctual
na fide resident on. sucihv land, or occupant thereof residing in the
nalshborhnod of said land, and no such right shall permanently attacl
until all payments therefor are made. * = All moneys: rece!red-
from the above sources shaill be paid into the reclamation fun »
Provided, That when the mmmd hz;h this act are umdzr !arr
the ma. nr rl'.mn of the lands i from the waters of any of the
works rovided for, then the management and op mw of suchk
frﬁnsmn u.-ar shall pus to the ewners of the lands. irrigated thereby,
to bg maintwined at their under such form of organization and
'u?cg‘lr %Iucth :i'ules and regulations as may be acceptable ta the Seeretary
o e Intericr.

The objeet of this act was te: build reservoirs for the storing
|of floed water in desert-land country, and from these Govern-
| ment-built reservoirs to irrigate land not otherwise arable and to
earry on this: work in conformity with the laws: of the State
| or Territory in which it was being done. The terms of the law

| required: the Reeclamation Serviee, through its engineers, to de-

termine fivst the feasibility of the project, the arca to be re-
covered or irrigated by the prejeet and the estimated cost of
completing the projeet and the division of that cost into annuad
payments not eveeeding 10. One provision of the law is that
when the project ia completed and the payments, required by the
act, are made for the major portion, then the menagement cnd
operation: shell pass to the owners to be maintained at their
evpense in such form of organization and such rules and regu-
latiens as may be aceeptable to the Seeretary of the Interior.

The Reclamation Department was organized from what had
' theretefore been the: Geological Department of the Government,
and AMr. F. H. Newell, now ut the head of the Reclmination .
Serviee, was: taken from: the place of chlef hydrographer in the
Geologieal Department and put into this department.

My information is that one of the arguments: used to get this
reclamation act passed, which enabled the Government to DHuild
w:uter-stﬂrag reservoirs, was the preject theretofore investi-
| gated and recommended by the Army Engineers under the direc-
tion of the Geological Department, known as the Sam Carlos
Reservoir, on the Gila River, in Arizona. The pressing reasom
for the examination of the Gila River site was the cemplaints
| from the Pima four or five thousand of whom lived
' along the Gila River;, below the San Cm:losdn.maibe, where
they had been irrigating land for something Iike 2000 years.
'IhewnterhﬂleGﬂh.B.!verhnﬂ.ceuedtohemﬁetentbo
answer their demands because of settlers on the river above

' themy diverting it.
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The question of supplying these Indians with water to which
ihey had unguestioned right and to care for the Government's
wards was the issue at that time pressing. The site was ex-
amined by the Government engineers, declared feasible, and
estimated to cost $1,038,926. The drainage aren of that reser-
voir was stafed in that estimate to be between thirteen and four-
teen thousand square miles. The investigators who made this
estimate spent $40,000 in the examination of various projects
in the desert country with the purpose of loeating one great
reservoir as an experiment at the most practicable place. San
Carlos was determined on as that place, as shown by Water
Paper No. 33. 2

A number of other places were investigated at the same time,
among which was the Tonto dam site, which later became
known as the Roosevelt site. It was estimated to cost $1,-
908,387, and the drainage area was estimated to be between
five and six thousand square miles. The dam in this estimate
of the Roosevelt site was to be 247 feet above the foundation,
160 feet available storage, and water capacity 840,000 acre-feet.
This estimate also included a cement plant, power plant, power
house, and canal, and river diversion and roads, and estimated
the cost per acre-foot at §2.27. (See Storage Salt River No. 73,
by Arthur P. Davig, p. 52.)

The San Carlos site was on the Indian reservation and the
land to be submerged by the reservoir was Indian reservation or
public lands, and the land under the dam-site irrigable by it was
on the Pima Indian Reservation or public lands. This site was
within 6 miles of the railroad. The Tonto site was 80 miles
from the railroad, was in private ownership, and the land to be
submerged by the impounded water was in private ownership,
and nearly the eutire area to be irrigated was in private owner-
ship, the bulk of which had been irrigated and farmed for years.

Following the reclamation act and the organization of the
Reclamation Service there was much discussion of the different

tes and a determined effort on the part of proponents of each
different site to get the Government to locate the first project
with them. The Arizona project was switched from the Ban
Qarlog, which had theretofore been the preferred site, on ac-
count of the pressing needs of the Indians, the necessity of the
Government to take care of its wards, and the other superior
advantages to the Tonto or Roosevelt site.

We made an effort to find the reasons—not the pretended rea-
sons, but the real reasons—why the switch was made, but we
have been unable to satisfactorily get the facts.

. Mr. Weedon, who was then and is now a citizen and news-

paper man of the Gila River Valley, stated before our commit-
tee that when the question was asked Mr. Newell how the
project could be switched from the San Carlos site to the Tonto
or Roosevelt site he said, ““ Go to my friend, George H. Maxwell.
He can likely point the way.” George H. Maxwell was at that
time in the employ of the railways of the Sounthwest, advertis-
ing for them and stimulating immigration and business in that
counfry for them.

There was then made an estimate of the cost of the Roosevelt
Dam and published in the first anmual report of the Reclamation
Service, on page 102, increasing the estimate to $1,900,38T.
This report was made by F. H. Newell, chief engineer. There
was another discussion of the Salt River project in the second
annual report of the Reclamation Service in which it was
stated that the various operations were under the direction of
Arthur P. Davis, supervising engineer, who was acting, also,
as district engineer. The estimate was not itemized, but at the
bottom of page 49, of that report, there is a statement that
about 200,000 barrels of Portland cement would be needed in the
work and the total cost was placed at $3,000,000. This estimate
placed the top of the dam at 270 feet above the foundation and
240 feet above the channel of the stream. There is a general
diseussion of the Salt River project in the third annual report,
put no itemized estimate made, nor any general summary of the
cost. The power plant is, however, discussed relative to the
pumping of underground water in the Salt River Valley in
order to increase the amount of water for irrigation purposes.
Statements are made in the reports from the third to the
eleventh of what the cost has been, but I have found no esti-
mate of what the final cost would be. It is proper to state,
however, that the Granite Reef Diversion Dam below the mouth
of the Verdi River on the Salt River was not in the original
estimates, neither were the distributing canals.

The people of the Salt River Valley had some diversion dams
that were answering their purpose up to 1805, and they owned
the distributing system to the uttermost laterals, as stated in
the second annual report of the Reclamation Bervice, page 46.
In 1905 there were some unusual rains that washed out the di-
version dams and made it necessary to put In a new system of
diversion weorks. It was at this time that the Granite Reef

Dam was determined on and negotiations begun between the
Government and those owning the eanal system for the Govern-
ment to take over the eanals on the north side of the river.
Granite Reef Dam cost $622,784.04. The canal system cost
about $500,000. It was proper and necessary to put in the
Granite Reef Dam. It was a legitimate additional expenditure.
The taking over of the ecanal system was, in my judgment, not
proper, nor was the way in which it was taken over defendable.

The Salt River Valley Water Users' Association in their
organization and incorporation got the idea from somewhere, I
have not been able to locate where, that the estimated cost of
the Salt River project was $3,850,000. They organized on that
basis with the understanding that the reservoir would accommo-
date 250,000 acres of land, and divided their stock into 250,000
ﬁares, one share for each acre, and valued them at $15 per

are,

The eleventh annual report shows an expenditure of $10,-
851,327, This woeful discrepancy, when called to the attention
of the committee, led us to believe that there was something
that should be explained, and because of these discrepancies and
because of the ecomplaints from the water users on Balt River
Valley, we went out there as a subcommittee to make an
investigation.

Our investigation of the law and of the manner of operating
the project led us to believe there was a serious question as to
whether or not the Government could recover more than the
original estimated cost of the project. Our judgment was that
under the law those who had accepted under the orikinal esti-
mate could not be made to pay more than they understood at
the time they accepted. I think an examination of the law will
readily convince any reasonable man that there is serious ques-
tion whether or not more can be collected on any acre than was
estimated. The laws says: “ Upon the determination by the
Secretary of the Interior that a project is practicable he may
cause to be let contracts, and thereupon he shall give ndtice
of the land irrigable under such project, also the charges which
shall be made per acre upon the said entries and upon lands in
private ownership and the number of annual installments in
which such charges shall be paid and the time when such pay-
ment shall commence.” 1 think a clear reading of the law shows
that the Secretary is to determine the practicability of the pro-
ject, the number of acres to be included, and the cost per acre,
and the number of payments inte which that cost shall be
divided and the time when the payments shall be made. This
does not appear to me to need any construction or interpretation.
It is clear language. The law says further: “All moneys received
from the above source shall be paid into the reclamation fund.”
It does not say that maintenance charges shall be charged and
those operating the project may use the funds in furthering the
project, but it says the moneys received from the above source
shall be paid into the reclamation fund. And it further says in
section 6 that the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized
and directed to use the funds for the operalion and maintenance
of all reservoirs and reclamation works constructed under this
act.

It occurs to me that this is clear, and it means that the
moneys derived from the installments shall go into the fund,
and that the moneys derived from the installments are all that
the operators of the project can collect, After the above state-
ment in section 6, the law goes on further to say that when the
" payments required under this act are made for the major por-
tion of the land irrigated then the management and operation
of such irrigation works shall pass to the owners to be main-
tained at their expense. If this does not mean that the proj-
ect is to be maintained at the Government's expense until it
is turned over to the owners, then I ean net understand the
meaning of plain English.

My view of this law is borne out by the holdings of the court
in the case of Baker against Swigart, No. 2125, United States
Circuit Court of Appeals for the Eastern District of Washington,
northern divigion, Gilbert, Ross, and Hunt, circuit judges.
Baker was the owner of certain land in Yakima, Wash. He
made application for a water right under the Sunnyside unit
of the Yakima project. His application was accepted by the
Secretary of the Interior, and he was to receive water out of a
ditch called the Sunnyside ditch, for which he was to pay §52
per acre in 10 annual installments. The officers of the Recia-
mation Service made an assessment against Baker to the extent
of 95 cenis per acre for the use of the water and demanded
payment. He refused to pay the charges assessed, and the
officers of the Reclamation Service shut off the water and
threatened to continue to refuse to supply water unless the
applicant paid the charges demanded from time fo time, as
assessed ns a maintenance charge for the said ditch. He claimed
that the charge was without authority of law, and the court
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held that in that case, in which they cited a great number of
authorities, the Government could not collect maintenance
charges, but was confined to the original estimate divided into
10 payments. I understand that that case has been appealed to
the Supreme Court. If the case is there affirmed, the Govern-
ment will lose, in the Arizona project, the difference between
the original estimated cost and the amount that has been ex-
pended, which has now run up to something over $12,000,000.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. il the gentleman yield?

Mr. CALLAWAY. Certainly. .

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Is it not true in reference to
the matter that the gentleman speaks of that the additional
amount of money to be expended was on account of an in-
creased storing of the water and the increased cost of the dam,
an consequently an increased area to be irrigated?

Mr. CALLAWAY. No, sir; the original area estimated to be
irrigated was 250,000 acres, and the area that they now state
they can irrigate is 170,000.

Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska.

Mr. CALLAWAY. Yes.

Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska. Did the committee ascertain
whether, when the additional expenditures were made over
and above the original estimate, new contracts were made
with the water users binding them to accept all the new condi-
tions and thus obligate themselves to pay the additional cost?

Mr. CALLAWAY. Yes; we did. But we found that the Gov-
ernment never made a contract with the people under the
project at any time and had never promulgated their estimate
as to what the project would cost as is required by law, but
had orignally made an estimate and have gone on increasing ex-
penditures without any consultation with the farmers under
the project, with Congress, or anybody else.

Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield for
another question?

Mr. CALLAWAY. Yes.

Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska.
first instance of the cost?

Mr. CALLAWAY. Yes; there was an estimate made, as
shiown by the reports of the Secretary of the Interior for 1905.
I can give the gentleman the page of that. It is on page 81.

Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska. That is, an estimate is made of
the cozt, and the entryman is informed of that estimate?

Mr. CALLAWAY. The entrymen were informed of that;
and the peeple in the valley organized on that basis and divided
the stock into the number of sharves that the estimate gave as
the number of acres that could be irrigated—250,000 shares at
$15 a share. g

Alr. KINKAID of Nebraska.
look that up.

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that there
were some things done that were not included in the original
estimate. One of them was the building of a diversion dam at
the point where they wished to turn water into the canals, and
this diversion dam cost $622,784. I do not know whether or
not the cost of the diversion dam was included in the estimate
made by the Secretary of the Interior in his report of 1905.
I have never seen an itemized estimate that reached the
$3,850,000 given as the total in the report of the Secretary of the
Interior for 1905. The original itemized estimates, as I have
heretofore stated, are found in “Water storage on the Salt
River,” by Arthur Powell Davis, No. 73, page 52, and in the
First Annual Report of the Reclamation Service, on page 102,
and in the Second Annual Report of the Reclamation Service,
page 49, None of these itemized estimates include the diversion
dam or the canal system, but none of them reach $3,850,000.

The canal system was owned by the people of the valley, and
they had been using it for years prior to the Government begin-
ning this project and were irrigating something like 135,000
acres of land. It seems that it was not the original purpose of
the Reclamation Service to have anything to do with the canal
system, but when the diversion dams were washed out of the
river by the 18905 floods and it became necessary to build new
diversion dams the reclamation people then got it into their
heads to take over the canal system also. This is one of the
unqualified outrages perpetrated on the small landholders in
the valley by the Government officials and in the interest of a
few men who owned the stock of these canals,

Mr. L. C. Hill, the supervising engineer, testified that he made
an investigation and paid what it would cost to parallel the
canals owned by the corporations. This money went to the
stockholders and the bondholders of the canals, and the people
of the valley, who had paid $12.50 per acre for what they called
indefeasible water rights—that is, the right to have water con-
veyed through these canals to their land—were ignored and
their indefeasible water rights scaled off, and what they had

Will the gentleman yield?

Was there an estimate in the

I will take the reference and

theretofore regarded as an appurtenance to their lands confis-
cated, and these canals charged up anew to the whole people
against their lands as part of the project.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? }

Mr. CALLAWAY. Certainly.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Is it not a fact that in addition to that
they did in fact parallel some of those canals with a canal just
practically the same size? :

Mr. CALLAWAY. Yes; and I am going to come to that a
little later. If I do not, I wish the gentleman would call my
attention to it.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman leaves that
I would like to ask him a guestion. Did I understand the gen-
tleman correctly that the cost of maintenance was not a proper
charge to the users of the water?

Mr. CALLAWAY. Here is a decision rendered by the United
States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, Baker v.
Swigart, No. 2125, State of Washington, holding that the main-
tenance charge is not a thing that can be assessed and collected
by the Government from the users, unless included in the
estimate and parceled in the 10 payments,

Mr. HILL. And the gentleman understands that in all fhese
irrigation projects in the future the Government has to main-
tain the dam and water supply without any recourse to anybody
for the cost of maintenance?

Mr. CALLAWAY. This court holds that the whole thing
should be estimated and must be estimated according to the
law, and put in the original estimates, and must be divided
into equal payments not exceeding 10, to be collected from the
water users within the project. J

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, will the genileman yield?

Mr. CALLAWAY. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. In other words, the essence of that decision is
that where the original estimate is made and landowners are
taxed for maintenance on that basis the Government can not
collect anything in excess of that estimate?

Mr. CALLAWAY. That is it exactly.

Mr. MANN. That is not what the gentleman said it holds.
Let us really understand the decision. The gentleman stated
that the whole maintenance charges had to be included in the
original estimate and collected in 10 installments.

Mr. CALLAWAY. That is what I said.

Mr. MANN. That would mean, perhaps, for a thousand years
of maintenance charges. That can not be the decision.

ih({r. CALLAWAY. No; the gentleman has mistaken what I
said.

Mr. MANN. I might mistake what the gentleman means.

Mr. CALLAWAY. That is the installing of the project, and
until it is finally turned over to the settiers. Then they take
hold of it and maintain it themselves under the direction of
the Secretary. This project has never yet been turned over.

I was discussing the question of the purchase of the canals
and the fact that new people taking up iand, who never owned
any water rights, who had no interest whatever in the canals,
and who had never paid a cent for water rights but had taken
up land on the desert, or owned land in the valley after the
water had all been appropriated, came in exactly on the same
footing as farmers who had water rights and had been cul-
tivating for years. A Dr. A. J. Chandler, who had on the south
side of the river dununy entried 18,000 acres of land, defranded
the Government out of it, and had dug a eanal for the purpose
of conveying water to the land, but who had never had any
water because of there being none, came into this project on
exactly the same footing as the old farmers in the valley and
the Indians. I can not understand why the Government agents
would advige or be a party to such a deal, unless they were in-
fluenced by interest, prejudice, or favor. Such an injustice was
committed by this deal that my suspicious were aroused. But
that was not all. Mr. Murphy, an old settler in the valley and
a man who understood the canal system and the irrigation busi-
ness, testified, at page 324 of hearings, that two canals run at
the proper place would have better served the purposes of the
entire valley on the sonth side of the river than did the five
that the Government purchased. Were our engineers compe-
tent? Were they honest to the interest of the farmers in the
valley? According to Mr. Murphy's testimony, neither can be
true. We purchased five canals and paid the amount of money
it would fake to parallel all five when we could have dug two
canals which, according to Mr. Murphy, would have better an-
swered our purposes.

That is not all of this canal proposition. When we pur-
chased the canals and paid what it would take to parallel
them we did not get them. The canal company, prior to the
time they sold us the canals, sold the power rights on them to
the Pacific Gas & Electric Co. We then proceeded to make a
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contract to get all the rights on these canals. This company
immediately eapitalized the contraect giving them the exclusive
right to dispense light and power in the city of Phoenix for
$515,000. This was $15,000 more than we paid originally for
the canals. This contract gave the Pacific Gas & Electric Co.
exclusive right to dispense power in the city of Phoenix for a
term of 10 years. The power rights on the canals is simply
the right to build power plants wherever a sufficient fall on
the canals ean be found to generate power.

My, KENT. If the gentleman will permit me, I would like to
ask the gentleman how long that contract has to run?

Mr, CALLAWAY. Ten years.

Mr. KENT. The contract is now expired, is it not?

Mr, CALLAWAY. I think that it was made in 1907.

Mr. KENT. As I understand it, the contract has now only
about three or four years to run.

Mr. CALLAWAY. I can not tell definitely about that. I
think it began to run from the time they commenced to receive
power. I do not know just when they began to_receive the
power. I will turn to the contract, page 381 of the hearings,
and see if I am not correct. The contract is dated June 22,
1007, and here is the part referred to:

The party of the first part undertakes and agrees to furnish and
gerve clectric power and continue so to do for the term of 10 years
from and after the date of beginning to serve power in aecordance with
the provision hereinafter mentioned. The first party further agrees to
furnish and deliver at all times 1,500 kilowatts at the rate of 13 cents
per kilowatt-hour,

This contract took away from the people of the valley, who
built the power plant, the benefits to be derived from it and
gave them over to the tender mercles of the Pacific Gas &
Electric Co. Those who had bound their land to get cheap
power were subjected fo the avarice of a combination in the
city of Phoenix inte whose hands the Interior Department bad
delivered them,

Mr. Hill says, in an Associated Press dispatch, dated Los An-
geles, Febroary 10:

It Is not true that the Pacific Gas & Electrie Co. has a monopoly
on the power developed by the Salt River project.

I want to test the accuracy of Alr. Hill's statement by quoting
from article 11 of the contract:

AnT. 11. The party of the first part further agrees, while serving
power to second party under the terms of this contract, to refrain from
entering into a general retail.lgfnof power to customers in the city of

Phoenix, Ariz,, or from furnishing power to anyome in said city to be
aganin sold or retailed.

This confract was signed by L. C. Hill, party of the first part,
and the Pacific Gas & Eleciric Co., by F. H. Ensign, manager,
and by W. L. Percy, secretary, and approved by George W.
Woodruff, Acting Secretary of the Interior.

That looks like an exclusive contract to me. It looks like it
to the people of Phoenix, who are paying from 15 to 20 cents
per kilowatt-hour for electricity.

AMr. Hill said, in this same interview, that the plant at the
dnm generates 9,000 kilowatts and the combined plants in the
irrigation project develop 18,000 kilowatts. Where are any
other plants than that one at the dam? Mr. Hill testified be-
fore our committee (hearings, p. 535) :

e have a contract which obligates us to retain for the Pacific Gas &
Electrie Co. 1,500 kilowatts and more.

(). How much more?—A. They have to have 2,200 kilowatts. The
contract that we have for the creamery calls for kilowatts ; the ice
plant, 100 kilowatts. We have that contract in existence with the

Alfalfa Mill, which, I understand, 1s to be rebullt; that takes 100 kilo-
watts. The pumps connecting up take 350 kilowatts; a total of about

3,500 kilowatts.
You sald you could generate 8,000 when yom got the mext units
at wants 10,000

In—A, That Is correct. e have ome company
kilowatts.

Q. That is more than you can furnish?—A. Yes.

(). You have only 8,000 kilowatts when the units are all in?—A.
Oh, yes.

This was in May, 1912. Mr. Hill was testifying under oath
before our committee. He said when all the units were in and
the plant complete at the Roosevelt Dam it would generate 8,000
kilowatts, but now states, in this interview, that the combined
plants develop 18,000 kilowatts. This accords fairly with the
character of statements different members of this Reclamation
Serviee have been making from its beginning. My judgment is
that there is something wrong in the head or the heart of the
Government agents in this Reclamation Service. I can not
understand how sensible and honest men acting for the Govern-
ment in the interest of the people could advise a contract like
the one with the Pacific Gas & Electric Co., which deprives the
people—who have bound their land to pay for it—of the benefits
of the plant, and then, when cornered, make a statement like
this one, That company gets its power at 11 cents per kilowatt-

hour, This man Hill, in his Associated Press dispateh from Los
Angeles, says that is a good price. Testifying before our com-
mittee under oath in Phoenix, Ariz., last May, he said:

thAt the present time during the construction period we have charged
em—

The Indians—

gg:lth?t power used for operation at the same price it cost us to gen-
e

Q. What Is that?—A. It runs from 6 to 8 cents per kilowatt-hour,

He was at that time furnishing the Pacific Gas & Electrie Co.
electricity under this contract at 1% cents per kilowatt-hour.
This company was retailing it to the people of Phoenix at from
121 to 20 cents per kilowatt-hour.

The Government Indian school in the city of Phoenix had at
that time to deal with the Pacific Gas & Electric Co. in order
to get from the Government project light and power. The Gov-
ernment sells it at 14 cents and buys it back at from 12} to 20
cents. This is the fruit of a contract engineered by L. C. Hill,
supervising engineer, and approved by F. H. Newell, the head
of the Reclamation Service, and indorsed by James R. Garfield,
then Becretary of the Interfor, and defended by the present Sec-
retary of the Interior, Walter I. Fisher.

That is not all. Just above the city of Phoenix, in the Salt
River Valley, there is an Indian reservation. Those Indians
have been irrigating land there from time immemorial. When
the Arizona Canal was dug their water rights were recognized,
and the company, in order to get the right of way across this
reservation for the Arizona Canal, agreed to turn to these In-
dians 700 miners’ inches of water, what the court decided them
entitled to, in exchange for this right of way. This water came
out of the eanal before it reached any of the setflers in the
valley, and the consequence was the Indians always had water
when there was any carried by this canal. The Government
agents, when they took over the canal, entered these Indians
into the project by contract approved by the Secretary of the
Interior, Mr. Garfield, which bound their lands for the same
amount per acre as the land of Mr. A. J. Chandler, which had
not one drop of water prior to the time the flood waters were
impounded. They were bound to pay as much under this at-
rangement for water, a thing that they had already, as any
new seftler within the project, though he had never had any
water rights, had never had any farm, had never been out
1 cent for water privileges. The Indians were taken in by
these Government agents on an exact footing with the small
farmers in the valley, who had already paid from three to
seven times over for their water privileges.

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. CALLAWAY, I will

Mr. MONDELL. To what Indians does the gentleman refer?

Mr. CALLAWAY. The Pima Indians.

Mr. MONDELL. On the Verde?

Mr. CALLAWAY. Not on the Verde, but on the Salt River,
below the mouth of the Verde, just above Phoenix.

That isnot all. On the other side of the river there is this man
Chandler, who had 18,000 acres that he picked out, and dummy
entried in such a way that he could irrigate it with one canal.
For the benefit of those who might not understand what I mean
by dummy entry, I will say that under the desert-land aet an
individual can only file on 640 acres of land. He is to swear
in his application that he is not acting in collusion with any-
one else, but is applying for the land for his own use with the
intention of reclaiming it from the desert by irrigating it. When
he has done $3 worth of work per acre and cultivated and irri-
gated one-eighth of the tract, provided he does that within the
term of three years from the date of his flling, he is entitled
to patent. Chandler got different individuals to make these
affidayvis—some men, gome women, He then employed . H.
Code as englneer to lay out and construct an irrigation eanal
g0 as to convey water to this land. When this was done, each
of the individuals made his proof based on this canal that $3
worth of work per acre had been done and that one-eighth of
the land had been cultivated, and secured his patent which he
then conveyed to Mr. Chandler.

The truth about it is that this canal and these 18,000 acres
had no water. The water in Salt River had been appropriated
prior to the time Mr. Chandler weat into the valley. He stated
before our committee, under oath, that he had no water for this
land. The supervising engineer for the Reclamation Service,
and acting agent for the Govermment, Mr, L. C. Hill, entered
this land, of which the Government had been defrauded,
into the project, and purchased Mr. Chandler's dry eanal, and
pald him for it what it would cost to parallel it. Ar. Hill testi-
fled that that was the price he paid for it. The consequence
of this deal was that this land, theretofore worthless, was then
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worth from $100 to $150 per acre, and Mr. Chandler, for a
worthless dry ditch, put into his exchequer $187,000.

That is not all yet. A little later this same superviging engi-
neer, L. C. Hill, found it necessary to parallel this ditch after
he had bought it from Chandler with what is known as the
highland canal, taking in some more land adjoining Chandler’s
18,000 acres. This highland canal, according fo the testimony
before our committee, will serve every acre of land that the
Chandler canal will serve.

That still is not all. Though Mr. Hill paid Chandler what it
would cost to parallel this consolidated eanal, he did not get
the canal. Mpyr. Chandler retained the power rights on it. If
the power rights on this canal are as valuable as the Pacifie
Gas & Elecirie Co. found the power rights on the north side to
he, we may infer that Mr. Chandler bhag a right on this canal
that is worth more than the canal itself. So long as he retains
the power rights on this canal we perforce must allow water
to pass through that eanal to furnish the power, though it
would be to our advantage to put all that water through the
highland or some other canal. We said in our report that we
found nothing culpable, but many things questionable. In con-
nection with the things I have mentioned that to me look ques-
tionable, we found that Mr. Hill came from Deireit, Mich., the
domicile of D. M. Ferry and C. C. Bowen, of the D. M. Ferry
Seed Co.; that Mr. Chandler came from Detroit, Mich.; that
Mr. C. 8. Witbeck, the attorney for the Reclamation Service in
Phoenix, who advised with reference to these contracts, came
from Detroit, Mich. ; that Mr. W. H. Code, Mr. Chandler's pri-
vate engineer, who laid out this canal, was chief engineer for
the Indian Bureau while all these contracts were being made,
and that he was also vice president of the Chandler Bank in
Mesa, of which bank Mr. Chandler is president. There may be
nothing legally eriminal in these transactions, but, according
to my standard, moral crimes innumerable have been committed
and justice has been outraged.

F. H. Newell, head of the Reclamation Service, and Secre-
tary Iisher came out in a statement on Febrnary 11, printed
in the Evening Star, of this eity, in which they say that Adams
upd Newell have been criticized without notice and without
hearing, and that many of the charges made ean have no cred-
itable foundation whatever to support them. I want to say
that they had a representative before the commitiee who knew
every detail of that project and advised with reference to the
contracts that were made and has supervised not only the en-
gineering works in the Salt River project and on the Gila River
project, but has been in control of the details of each and every
thing criticized—I. C. Hill. He sat In the room during the
whole time this examination was going on. He heard every
witness testify gnd had the privilege of asking questions, mak-
ing explanations, or entering his denials and of defending him-
self and the Reclamation Service and its work in the valley.
I want to say, further, that he is as wary and wily a gentle-
man as I have ever come in contact with. He is tough fibered,
physically and mentally. He has a good many of the elements
of the cat in him and always strikes feet down. It would be
interesting to examine Mr. Hill's evidence in the hearings had
before our committee.

Mr. GREEN of Towa. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CALLAWAY. Yes.

Mr. GREEN of Towa. I will say, in addition to what the
gentleman has spoken of, that when I was down there several
years ago I saw another difeh running parallel to one of the
original ditches that was put in there before they had a drop
of water to turn into any ditch.

Mr. CALLAWAY. I will say to the gentleman that by nosing
around down there he could find almost anything. He would
only need sufficient time.

Mr. GREEN of Towa. I think the gentleman is right.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CALLAWAY. I wish the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
Barrrerr] would give me 10 minutes more.

Mr. BARTLETT. I yield to the gentleman 10 minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CALLA-
wAY] is recognized for 10 minutes more.

Mr., CALLAWAY. That is not all. These men—Code, Hill,
and Newell—designed a project on the Gila River for the pur-
pose of taking in the Pima Indians or the Federal Treasury.
They were going to supply them with water carried from wells
in a eanal system, one end of which was on the north bank of
the Gila River and the other end within 4 miles of Chandler's
18,000 acres. These parties planned this Gila River irrigation
project for the Pima Indians, though the Pima Indians were
protesting against it, stating that they would not accept pumped
water. According to the plan water was to be pumped from
deep wells into these canals and supplemented with flood water
when the river was up high enough that water would enter
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the mouth of the canal on the north bank of {he river. This
trio got an appropriation for this project of $340,000, $100,000
of which they used in constructing a transmission line from a
point a mile above Mesa, directly south 15 miles, to the north
line of the Gila River Indian Reservation. This transmission
line strikes the main transmission line from Phoenix to the
Roosevelt Dam at a switch station and runs south. At a point
directly opposite a town laid off by Chandler on his land there
is a switch put in that runs to Chandler's town site, where a
substation is located for the diffusion of power. At this point
there are two different branches of transmission lines, furnish-
ing power for seven irrigating wells on this dummy-entered
land. The Indians under this project have continuously re-
fused to accept water pumped from the wells, and there has
never been any flood waters from the rivers passed through
this canal system. It stands there on the desert, a beautiful
system to look upon, but it has never carried any water to
Indian lands nor been a dollar's benefit, unless it be to those
who worked their official positions to bilk the Federal Treasury.
The reports of the said code on this project and the justifica-
tions offered to the Commitiee on Indian Affairs for these sppro-
priations, that amounted in the aggregate to $540,000, called it a
reimbursable appropriation.

AMr. Hill states in his Associated Press dispateh of February
19 that “ this transaction has been so advantageous from the
Indians’ standpoint that they will profit enough by the arrange-
ment to pay back that $100,000 within two or three years.”
Of course, Mr. Hill is talking to the public that know nothing
at all about that project. He did not mean this statement for
any man who had ever seen it or knew anything about it. The
Indians up to the present time have refused to accept water
under if, claiming that this well water would kill their lands,
and claiming further that the burden on them, if the $340,000
was to be reimbursable, was more than they could bear. They
are further bound under this contract with the water users'
association of Phoenix, if they aceept power, to bind their lands
for the same amount per acre as the people within the Salt
River project who actually get water. That expense has, by
this fime, run up to more than $60 per acre. Mr. Hill evidently
made his statement for the benefit of the people of California
and other States than Arizona. Any man who understands the
Pima Indians, their condition on the Gila River, and their
mode of farming, and who is not a blank idiot, knows that the
Indians could never pay any such price as that for any kind of
witer, much less alkali water. I say any man but a fool
would know that, and Hill is no fool.

I stood with Hill at the mouth of this canal on the bank of
the Gila River, and gozed out across the channel of that river
half a mile to where there was a stream of water, and asked
him how he thought water could be brought from that channel
to the mouth of the canal. He said it could be done by putting
in a diversion dam at that point. The diversion dam on the -
Salt cost $620,000.

The Indians at this place have a little brush dam which runs
out part of the way into the river channel and turns some
water into the mouth of a ditch from which they irrigate low-
lands along next the river, a system of irrigation they have had
for 200 years. Their diversion brush dam washes out with
each rain, and when the river goes down they rebuild it and
continue their crude system of irrigation, while Government
officials bilk the Federal treasury.

The Indian Department made a report to the Committee on
Indian Affairs in December last, offering a justification for an
appropriation of $20,000 for the purpose of maintenance, care,
and protection of the machinery and irrigation wells of this
project, and for the irrigation of Pima Indian lands, including
the purchase of electricity for wells and the completion of Iateral
ditches on the Gila River Indian Reservation, and claimed as a
part of that justification that they were now irrigating on the
reservation 12,000 acres of land.

Abbott and Merritt, of the Indian Department, were before the
Committee on Indian Affairs with this justification for the
$20,000 appropriation, and it happened that the chairman of
the committee had been down to Arizona amnd had seen this
project, and he made Abbott and Merritt admit, before his eom-
mittee, that there was not an acre of land being irrigated there.

Hill, in a report on the Gila River Indian Reservation to the
Director of the United States Reclamation Service, on March 9,
1911, stated that nearly parallel to the main and western
branches is a line of wells 10 in number connecting with a large
lateral which is fed both from the wells and from the main diteh,
thus enabling the farmers to obtain river water when that is
available or pumped water when it is not.

Leaving the canal at a point a little over a mile helow the
intake is a branch which now serves part of the land between
the river and the new canal. Would not you get the idea Irom
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reading the justification from the Indian Department and from
Mr, Hill’s letter fo the Director of the Reclamation Service that
there was irrigation going on down there? Do not you think
that is the impression which all of them meant to convey?
Wonld you not get the impression from Mr. Hill's statement
in his Associated Press dispatch that all was going well with the
Indians for whom he had been instrumental in spending $540,000
and binding up their lands to the amount of $60 per acre?
Well, such is not the fact. They are literally starving to death
because they have no water with which to irrigate their lands,
notwithstanding all these outlays and all the statements from
the RReclamation Service. :

Mr. GRAHAM. And the machinery at the wells will rot out
in 10 years.

Mr., CALLAWAY.

The CHAIRMAN.
maining. :

Mr. CALLAWAY. I want to refer to a few other newspaper
statements by Mr. ITill, and some articles and statements by
AMr. Newell before I quit,

Mr. Hill states, in his Associated Press dispatch of Feb-
ruary 10: \

Now, in a general way 1 may state the contract with the Pacific Gas
& Electrie Co. was given the widest and most prominent publicity
before being signed.

Mr. Hill makes this siatement to an Associated Press reporter
in Los Angeles, a long way from the scene of that contract and
domicile of the parties affected by it. Our committee had some
testimony on this point while sitting in the city of Phoenix. The
witness giving it was under oath and in the presence of Mr.
T. . Hill and Mr. Stannard. The witness was F. A. Jones,
one of the corporation commissioners of the State of Arizona.
e said:

In April of 1908 I was told that there were some negotiations on
or something pending wherchy there might be a contract entered into
Lbetween the Reclamation Department and the Pacifie Gas & Electric
Light Co. As manager of the commercial club 1 went to the reclama-
tion offices and made a direct inquiry as to the status of the sityation,
and got an evasive reply, except that it was stated by Mr. Stannard,
who was then In charge of the office, that there were negotiations pend-
fng. ®* ® * The directors of the Maricopa Connty Commercial Club
then called for a meeting of the officers and directors of the board of
trade. The matter was discussed and a committee of 14 from the
commercial club and the board of trade was niapolnted. and this
committee went over to the reclamation office, 1 think on the 16th or
17th day of April, 1908, and demanded to see the contract or informa-
tion concerning it. * ¢ ¢  He (Stannard) told this committee of
14, being 7 from the Maricopa County Commerclal Club and 7 from
the board of trade, that an agreement had been entered into, but that
it would be two or three months before the contract was closed and
that we would be in no danger of losing out. On the strength of that
the committee reconvened at the commercial club and sent n telegram
to the Secretary of the Interior. * * * A telegram came back from
the Secretary of the Imterior that the contract had actually been made
o year prior to that time.

. Did the committee again go over to Stannard?--A. Yes.

. What did he say?—A. He said he was working uader Instructions
from Hill not to divnige the contents of the contract or lct the facts
be known that a contract existed.

I do not care to offer any comments on Mr. Jones's testimony
other than to say hLe looked to me like he was trying to tell the
truth, Mr. Hill and Mr. Stannard leard this testimony and
did not offer to refute it.

My, Hill again, in the same interview, said that * the charge
that the cottage built on the reservation and the pump houses
were charged up for several times their cost is untrue.” I
can not tell what the cottage cost, neither does any member of
the committee undertake to say in the report what the cottage
cost, but I can say we members of the committee made a per-
sonal examination of it, went in it and all around it. It is an
ordinary conerete-block building, one story high, with four
rooms and a portico. A picture of it is in the report. After we
had looked at it we concluded that it ought to have cost about
$2.000. It is put down as costing $7,396.73. We looked at the
well shed ingide and out. It is an ordinary concrete building,
10 or 12 feet square, and when we had examined it we concluded
that it onght to cost $500 or $G00. It is put down at $3,380.30.
I do not pretend to say what it did cost under the beneficent
care of Government engineers. I am stating what would have
been a reasonable cost had they been built by an ordinary busi-
ness man.

Mr. Hill said further that Mr. Code resigned in 1911, and the
committee was not appointed until 1912. The faet is that it
was well understood, in the summer of 1911, that the Committes
on Expenditures in the Interior Department was going to make
an investigation of that Arizona situation as =goon as they could
get to it.

In this same dispatch Hill was asked what, in his opinion,
had inspired the charges. He said, * The disgruntled farmers
of the Salt River project, not being able to secure favoritisin
and imagining grievances that did not exist, petitioned for an
investigation.” My, Hill said also that “ two or three members

How much time have T, Mr. Chairman?
The gentleman has four minuotes re-

of the committee are Democrats and it is not unlikely that
politics have entered into their motives.” Mr, Hill wants to
hide himself behind some protector because he can not face the
facts; and so he states that partisanship possibly brought about
the investigation. If partisanship had anything to do with the
investigation, it certainly can have nothing to do with the faects
a8 developed in contracts and shown in cold type. It can cer-
tainly have nothing to do with. the testimony of the witnesses
who appeared before the committes, in the presence of Mr. Hill
and Mr. Stannard, and detailed the facts, none of which were
denied by these men who knew the deiails and had been on the
ground as agents of the Government from the beginning.

Now, a few references to the Right Hon. F. H. Newell, who
evidently imagines that he is so high up that no pole is long
enough to reach him. There are many who think when they
get high up in office they have a license, and when men ques-
tion their doings they refer to them as incompetent, disgruntled,
partisan, or irresponsible, and try fo divert the public’s mind
from the cold detailed facts. Mr. Newell in a statement, which
appeared in the Washington Post of February 10, said :

As for the charges against the Reclamation Service, any man men-
tioned will welcome an investigation by honest and competént men. It
looks like another adroit atfack on conserration. The report is a
jumble of half truths and whole misstatements.

Mr. Newell did not refer to the charge that the original esti-
mate of the cost of that project was about one-fourth of what
had been expended; he did not refer to the charge that the
canals were taken over by the Government and the farmers
bilked to the advantage of stockholders in the canals and land
speculators; he did not refer to the charge that the Pacifie
Gas & Electric Co. had been given an exclusive contract to
sell electric power to the people who paid for the making of it;
he did not refer to the charge that Chandler had dummy
entried 18,000 acres of land and had been taken under the
protecting wing of the Government that his worthless property
might be made valuable; he did not refer to the charge that
they had engineered a deal by which the consolidated canal
had been purchased for $187,000 and then paralled, showing
its worthlessness for the real purpose of irrigation; he did not
refer fo the charge that even affer they had bought the canals
they did not own them, but had left the power rights in the
hands of the original owners; he did not refer to the charge
that the Pima Indian irrigation system had been built on the
desert, with $540,000, and had never conveyed a drop of water,
and under present conditions could never convey a drop of
water; he did not refer to the charges that conditions there
had been covered up by false reports, statements, and justifi-
cations to appropriation committees; he broadly states that
not one charge has been made in this report but can be abso-
lutely refuted; that no bureau has been investigated oftener;
that its structures are among the great works of our time:
that its efficiency and economy of administration receive the

praise of its investigators.

These reclamation people are not much hampered by truth
and they deal little with facts, but they are a champion set of
advertisers. For instance, World's Work for February, 1913,
carries, jammed in among pictures of Col. Goethals, Adinirnl
Dewey, Alfred Noyes, and W. R. Mead, a full-page c¢ut of the
Right Hon. Frederick Haynes Newell, who is, according to his
statement, “ wresting a new agricultural empire from the des-
erts of the West.” And then, among the articles of President
Woodrow Wilson, we find from the pen of this astute adver-
tiser, on page 896, an article headed *“ What I am trying to do,”
and in this article, on page 397, under the subhead * Tasks ac-
complished in 10 years,” he says, as the result of the Heclama-
tion Service's work, water is available for 1,159,334 acres on
14,200 farms.

Unfortunately for him, this statement is refuted by his own
figures in the Eleventh Annual Report of the Reclamation Sery-
ice, on page 292, where the project is itemized, and under the
heading “Area irrigated ” I find two items—under water-rights
applications, 270,459 acres, and under rental contracts, ete.,
204,222 acres.

It can be clearly seen from this statement that the Govern-
ment has water-rental contracts for only 204,222 acres and appli-
cations for only 270,459 acres, aggregating 564,681 acres. One
hundred and fifteen thousand five hundred and fourteen acres
of this land, nearly one-half of the whole amount for which
they have rental contracts, is in the Salt River Valley. He did
not reclaim 115,000 acres of land here. There were 135,000
acres irrigated and cultivated in the Salt River Valley before
the Roosevelt Dam was built and before Newell had anything
to do with these people. There are only 145,000 acres now culti-
vated in the Salt River Valley, so the work of this Reclamation
Service has inereased the acreage only 10,000 acres. 1In justice

it should be said that their irrigation is more uniform and regu-
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lar now than it was before, beeause then it depended on the
irregular flow of the Verde and Salt Rivers, while now they
have the backing of the Roosevelt Reserveir to insure water at
all times.

But this gives you an idea of the extravagant claims of this
self-promoter. Mr. Newell stated, in the Washington Evening
Star of February 11:

They (speaking ef the commlittee) evidently did not have good stenog-
raphers down there, not the offic stenographers, at any rate, and
when they got back here it wad necessary to fix up the stenographers’
notes, and a good many of the things that were sald at the henrhE
did not get in and n good many things that did get in were mever sai

He refers to the ecommitiee as ineompetent in his interview
on the 10th, and to the stenographers as incompetfent in his in-
terview on the 11th. Yet in the same statement he says he
was not given an opportunity to appear before the committee.
The remarkable thing is how this wise man, who states in the
same interview that he has never seen the committee's report,
and never appeared before the committee, can make the bold,
cocksure statement that the stenogrephers were incompetent,
and many things that were said in the hearing bdefore the com-
mittce never got in and many things that got in were never
said. This is additional evidence of his absolute carelessness
in dealing with facts and his perfect unconcern for the truth.

There is one other gentleman in this service with whom I
wish to deal before I close. It is Samuel Adams, First As-
sistant Secretary of the Interior. He says, according to the
Chicago Record-Herald of February 10:

I want to know the ldentity of the persons responsible for these un-
warranted charges.

Mr. Adams had a long conference with me on Monday about
the charges in the report. I had a copy of the report in my
hand at the time. I asked him about a number of things stated
in the report, and he said with reference to each that he, of
course, knew nothing at all about the details of them. I told
him the report only charged him with two things. One was a
ruling that fixed the limit of residence in the neighborhood at
a maximum of 50 miles. That ruling appears in Land Decisions
of the Department of the Interier, volume 40, page 664, para-
graph 54.

Another was a contract that he had prepared for the water
users in Salt River Valley, which fixed the minimum amount of
water to be used at 2 acre-feet and makes any additional
amount assessable at 40 cents for the first foot, 50 cents for the
second, and 60 cents for the third, making almost twice as much
as the landowners theretofore understood they would have to
pay for the necessary water for their lands. In the case of
Hurley ». Abbott, decided in the territorial court of Arizona,
5% acre-feet were adjudged to be the amount of water neces-
sary for the ordinary crops of the valley. Mr. Adams complains
that this report does him an injustice, because these rulings had
been made before he went into office, and he simply followed the
precedent and promulgated it. In my judgment he is as repre-
hensible for following a bad precedent as he would be for set-
ting one, and it is clear to any legal mind, and I understand he
is a lawyer, that that ruling in connection with the former
ruling that a corporation may purchase water rizhis under the
reclamation aet will permit corporations to absorb the entire
land under any project, defeating the prime purpose of the
reclamation aet, whielk was to give homes to actual settlers and
actual farmers.

I expect the committee that made this investigation and re-
port to be deluged with dirty dish water. That is in keeping
with the eharaeter of defense started in these newspaper re-
ports. That is the kind of defense always put up by those who
have none other. The effort is to becloud the issue, to reflect on
the investigators, to belittle the work done, to muddy the water.
Then this department has as a part of its equipment a press
bureaw. A, Hill testified before the eommittee that they had
an official photegrapher, who takes pictures for newspapers and
magazines, the expense of which had been to the Salt River
project alone up to December 30, 1911, $9,080.30. There are
between 25 and 30 different projects within this department. If
they spent as much money proportionately in each preject ad-
vertising themselves, it runs up to an enormous amount when
extended over all of the projects.

We said in our report that in our judgment all of these proj-
ects ought to be investigated, not because we knew anything at
all about the ones we have not investigated, but beeause of the
glaring outrages found in the ones we did investigate. I am
eoncluded that that department should have a complete and
thorough investigation made of every projeet. I wish the XMem-
bers of the House would look to the report and see the pictures
of the hounses and buildings, and see what you think a reason-
able cost if such buildings wonld have been and then look what
has been charged for them. [Applause.] ;

- Mr. GOOD. T yleld 10 minutes to the gentleman from Wy-
oming [Mr. MoxpELL].

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, is there any way in which
my time can be extended at this time? I had no idea that the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Careaway] was going to discuss
the report that he has referred to, and it is impossible to reply
to what has been stated in 10 minutes. I should like to say
something in relation to it now, and it would take 30 minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate was fixed by
the House and placed in the control of the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. Barrrerr] and the gentleman from Iewa [Mr.
Goon]. It is not in order for the Committee of the Whole te
change that order.

Mx‘-}. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gentle-
mar?

Mr. MONDELL. Certainly.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman frem Tewa
[Mr. Goon] was kind enough to yield five minutes to a gentle-
man on this side, and he also yielded to me all the time he had
except 30 minufes. I therefore take great pleasure in giving
my friend from Wyoming five minutes of my time.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming is recog-
nized for 15 minutes. :

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, last summer a subcommittee
of the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department was
authorized to visit the Pima Indian Reservation on the Gila River,
Ariz., and make some inquiries with regard to the condition of
those Indians. The subeommittee consisted of the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. CALrAwayY], who has just taken his seat, the gentle-
man from Missouri [Mr. HENsLEY ], and the gentleman from North
Dakota [Mr. Hanna]. They had a series of meetings on and in
the vicinity of the reservation, and recently made a report. The
gentleman from Texas [Mr. CArraway] seems surprised that
the Chief of the Reclamation Service has had difficulty in secur-
ing a copy of the report. That is net surprising at all. Yeu
could not any one of you get a copy of the report if you wanted
to. I fried to get one a few moments ago and was unable to.
Members of the committee did not see the repert until one day
last week, when we were called in and asked to pass on it, and
we were expected in a very brief period to make a minority
report, if we desired to do so. We did not have time to go over
the evidence. but from the information in our possession the
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Burke] and myself made
such a report as could be made in that time. However, before
the report had been made to the House, before it had been
placed in the basket, before the minority had had an oppor-
tunity to draft their views, the substance of the report was
given to the newspapers. Extracts from the report were pub-
lished in both the merning and evening papers of this eity, and
I have no doubt but that the Direetor of the Reclamation Serv-
fee saw those extracts and judged of what was contained in
the report by what he saw in the newspapers. As the gentle-
man from Missouri [Mr. Hensrey] knows, an evening paper in
this city contained a synopsis of the report before it was pre-
sented to the House.

Mr. HENSLEY. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, MONDELIL, Certainly.

Mr. HENSLEY., Will the gentleman be candid enough to
explain why the report was not filed here?

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman was kind emough to grant
us one—no; two days in which to draft our views. He stated
that we could have two days in which to present our views.
One of those days was, I think, Sunday; Iater he was good
enough to give us another day. I was exceedingly busy, as
was the gentleman from South Dakota, and we could only
present our views briefly.

Mr. HENSLEY. Is it not true that two days before we had
the commitfee meeting Mr. MeCairn, the eclerk to that com-
mittee, furnished the gentleman with a copy of this report?

Mr. MONDELL. He did.

Mr., HENSLEY. And I came here and told the gentleman
abeout it on the following day.

Mr. MONDELL. Yes

Mr. HENSLEY. And two days later we met there, and we
passed this repert out.

Mr. MONDELL. The report was laid on my table two days
before the committre met. T think that was true. I was very
busy here in the House and did not have time to even look
at the report.

Mr. HENSLEY. And on Monday the commitiee’s report was
to be filed, and the gentleman requested me to hold it up until
he had an opportunity to write the minority views.

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; one day. :

Mr. HENSLEY. And I did =o hold it up.
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Mr. MONDELL. Yes; I think that is what I said. If I
was not exactly accurate in my statement I beg the gentleman's
pardon. The fact remains, however, that the newspapers con-
tained a stafement of what was in the report the evening of the
day before the report was to have been filed.

Mr. MANN. My, Chairman, how is it possible for a news-
paper to get a report made to the House before it is put in the
basket? I néver heard of such a thing before.

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman will have to answer that
question for himself, for I do not know.

Mr. MANN. It is highly improper.

Mr. MONDELL. I know the fact, and I have no idea that
Mr. Newell has seen a copy of that report; he certainly did not
see the copy I had, for it remained in my desk in my office. I
doubt if any Member of the House has seen if, as you can not
get a copy of it now, because there are no copies in print, unless
there are some in the committee room,

Mr., MARTIN of South Dakota. I suppose the letting out of
the report was probably one of the irregularities of the Recla-
mation Service. [Laughter.]

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONDELL. Yes.

AMr, GRAHAM. Is it not true that the delay the gentleman
speaks of is due to the fact that there are photographs to be
published in the report, and the Printing Office is holding it up
in order to insert those photographs in the report?

Mr. MONDELL. I think that is true; but that does not alter
the fact that the newspapers had the contents of the report
before it was presented to the House,

Mr. GRAHAM. But it does explain what the gentleman is
complaining about.

Mr. MONDELL. I am not complaining; I am stating a fact.
Before the report was delivered to the House extracts from it,
sensational in character, were printed in the newspapers, and
the gentleman from Texas is complaining because Mr. Newell
said he had not seen the report.

Now, Mr. Chairman, whether or no the report was improp-
erly given to the papers before it was delivered to the House
has nothing to do with what is eontained in it. I hold no brief
for the Reclamation Service. I have not agreed with the service
in all things. I -have not approved, personally, all that has
been done under the irrigation law. I have had some very
sharp differences with the gentlemen in charge of the service.
I did not entirely approve of taking up the Salt River project
as about the first project taken up. I have not followed in
detail all that has been done on the Salt River, but I do know
that down there are some of the greatest engineering works ever
constructed by man.

There is a great empire containing some of the richest and
most productive land on earth now permanently irrigated by
works that will stand as long as the earth stands, and that
great and rich valley will be permanently productive, due to
the splendid works erected there by the Reclamation Service.
It is my opinion those works and that project will stand as a
monument to the men who planned and executed them long
after all the differences of opinion as to the wisdom of every
detail of plan or execution are forgotten. I do not know what
the gentleman from North Dakota, who was a member of the
subcommittee, thinks about what they learned down there. He
ceased to be a Member of Congress before the report was pre-
pared. The other gentlemen of the subcommittee do not claim
to have been familiar with what had preceded in that region in
the matter of Indian irrigation and private irrigation. They
do not, I think, claim to have been familiar with the reclama-
tion law in its enactment and in its development. The matters
were all new to them. They went down to investigate the con-
dition of the Pimas, and they saw fit to widen the scope of their
inquiry and include the entire Salt River irrigation project, and
then in their report they referred in very emphatic langnage to
other projects never investigated by them.

Mr. CALLAWAY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONDELL. Yes.

Mr. CALLAWAY. Their reference to the other projects is
that there are 28 other projects, and the revelations disclosed
by the investigation of this project justifies the House in mak-
ing an investigation of the other projects.

Mr. MONDELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is the state of
facts; the briefness of the investigation, the lack of previous
information or knowledge on the part of the gentleman who
magde it naturally lead them into curious errors of judgment
and curious inaccuracies of statement. The speech of the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. CALLAwAY] bristles with those curi-
ous inaccuracies. Ie fails to understand the nature of the
desert-land law, for instance, and says that it requires resi-
dence upon the land, which it does not. That is not material,

as his entire reference to desert entries long before the recla-
mation act passed is not material, except to indicate his lack
of knowledge and information. He states that the pumping
plant—and I never had any great amount of enthusiasm over
that pumping plant, I did not entirely approve the appropria-
tion in the Indian appropriation bill at the time it was made
for the pumping plant, but I think the gentleman is not accu-
rate when he says that the pumping plant has never been
operated, and that there has never been any water through
the pumps or in the ditches, because the Indians refused to
use the plant because they claimed that the water from the
pumps contained some alkali and they were afraid it would
injure their land. The gentleman says that we passed the
reclamation law largely or partly because it had been suggested
we might build a great project down on the Gila for the irri-
gation of the Pimas’ land. As a matter of fact the Gila River
project and the San Carlos Dam and the other dam that had
been suggested on the Gila were practically abandoned on
engineers’ reports before the reclamation law passed, because
it developed that the Gila earries more silt than perhaps any
other river in America, and the engineers declared that the
San Carlos Dam would fill completely with silt in from 25
to 40 years. That is the situation down there—

Mr, CALLAWAY. May I ask the gentleman a question?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. CALLAWAY. Did not you appropriate $10,000 last year,
were not you instrumental in helping to appropriate $10,000 for
Army engineers to go down and make an investigation of the
Gila River?

Mr, MONDELL. I had nothing to do with that one way or
another; I did not object to it, because I had no objection to a
further investigation there, because there was some difference
of opinion. .

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONDELL. I will,

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I want to call the gentleman’s
attention to the fact that he has only about four minutes and
he can not cover this gquestion in the time he has, but I would
like for him to bring to the attention of the House the fact that
this report which censures seriously some of the very high of-
ficials in the public service did not give those officials any
opportunity to be heard and they were not examined by this
committee, which sought to make a finding concerning them.

Mr. MONDELIL, It is very true, I thank the gentleman for
emphasizing that fact.

Mr. CALLAWAY. May I answer that? I just want to slate
that Mr. L. C. Hill was at the whole hearing, and he knows
more about the details of that Salt River project than all the
rest of the Reclamation Service together.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Hill is a project engineer; he had no
authority to make an appearance for the service in regard to
every question which the interested parties appearing before
the committee might bring up; and, furthermore, he was not
invited to do so. This is the situation there: There are a
large number of people who desire to be released from the pay-
ment of water rights and they poured into the ears of willing
listeners all kinds of strange and curious stories which they
hoped would in the end relieve them and place upon the Gov-
ernment the cost of irrigating their lands.

Second, there are a large number of people who are occupy-
ing lands, or desire to, on the Gila River who are anxious to
have the Federal Government construct the San Carlos Dam
and irrigate their lands and make them valuable. I sympathize
with those who see no immediate prospect of having lands they
desire to secure irrigated, but I do not think they hasten the
day of the fulfilment of their desires by criticizing the Salt
River project. On the contrary, I fear they make that day more
distant and uncertain.

Now, the part of the report and the gentleman's statement
I most regret is that in regard to the return of payments.
There never has been an estimate made, unless it is very recent,
of the total cost of the Salt River project as a basis of pay-
ments. The Reclamation Service, whatever faults it may have
or whatever errors it may have fallen into, has not fallen into
the error of fixing a contract price per acre on the Salt River
lands. So, whatever the fact may be as to whether or not the
price, once fixed, must remain unaltered, the fact is that the
price per acre has never been fixed on that particular project.
Now, the gentleman quotes in defense of his theory that there
has been a price fixed, and that the Government can not charge
more than that price, a decision of a court, which, according
to the gentleman’s own statement, does not relate and has no
reference whatever to construction charges, but refers entirely
to maintenance charges. Whatever may be the fact as to
changes in building charges, there is no question in my mind
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as to what the courts will decide as to proper and legitimate
maintenance charges. The Federal Government is not exer-
cising its sovereignty under the reclamation law. It is con-
ducting irrigation enterprises until they are turned over to the
people; and it ean, just as any private enterprise, in building
2 reclamation project make a charge for maintenance based on
the actual and necessary cost of keeping the plant in repair.

The Reclamation Service has been carrying on a great work;
many of the problems they have encountered are new. The
works they have built are monumental in character, the terri-
tory over which they have operated is imperial in extent. I
have not always agreed with their views either of the law or its
execution, and I have not hesitated to express my disagreement,
pbut I do believe they have made an honest effort to perform a
great service in the spirit of the statute providing for it. Their
engineering works have been approved by a board appointed by
‘Congress and are vast and enduring. It ig easy to criticize,
particularly with limited information, but the criticisms of the
report and of the gentleman from Texas is, in my opinion, largely
unfair, and clearly it is not constructive or likely to assist us in
meeting and solving the real problems presented, which are
many.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, how much time is there
remaining on this side?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia has 30 min-
utes remaining. The time of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
Goop] has been exhausted.

Mr. BARTLETT. I yield 20 minutes to my colleague, the
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TriseLE].

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a few re-
marks on the proposed naval appropriation for the present

ear. .

’ The appropriation submitted by the Naval Committee carries
$£128,000,000, without a battleship, for expenses of the Navy.
In addition to this, two battleships have been reported by the
committee, making the total amount of the bill $148,000,000.
Mr. Chairman, the eomplaint I make to this bill is this: In
1911 the appropriation in total carried $126,000,000, which in-
cluded two battleships. The appropriation this year, two years
Iater, earries an appropriation of $22,000,000 more than the 1911
appropriation.

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is a propesition I ean not under-
gtand ; that is to say, in 1911 two battleships were carried in
the $126,000,000, and this committee, pledged to an economical
administration, appropriates $128,000,000 before it reaches the
battleship program.

If the Navy Department will economize and the Naval Com-
mittee will join me and cut out the gross extravagances that
are recommended and carried by the Navy Department, then I
shall gladly support battleship construction. I am in favor of
a good Navy and I am in favor of building such battleships as
are needed for our country’'s defense. One battleship costs about
$10,000,000. About one-half this amount is carried on the bill
providing for battleships and the accessories to such battle-
ships. The first appropriation does not provide the full amount
for construction of the battleships. I claim, sir, that this
bill can be so reduced in extravagant expenditures that this
Congress can build two battleships without any material in-
creage in the previous bills, especially so in view of the fact
that the last session only authorized one battleship.

Afr. Chairman, there is one argument I conceive to bhe un-
answerable, and no man can come on the floor of this House
and answer it, and I challenge any man to do if, either from the
Committee on Naval Affairs or elsewhere. Here is the propo-
gition: Since 1806 this House has built 31 battieships and 3
armored cruisers. These armored cruisers cost anywhere from
five to ten million dollars more than a battleship. Then I can
say to this House that this House has built 34 battleships since
1806. That has been in 16 years. That is on an average of
more than 2 battleships each year. Rince 1806 these appropria-
tions have grown, it is true, but I call the attention of this
House to the fact that the appropriations have increased ap-
proximately $0,000,000 annually, carrying 2 battleships, as
stated. The annual increase on an average being $6,000,000,
then explain to me why the Naval Committee should call on
this House for an increase of $25,000,000 in order to construct
2 battleships? It is true that 2 battleships have been carried
with $6,000,000 increase since 1896, then why not in 19137
Why, Mr. Chairman, we propose to appropriate more money
without battleships for the expenses of the Navy than the
Tepublican side of the House appropriated in 1911 for expenses
and 2 battleships. I eall for the Naval Committee or its friends
to come on the floor of this House and defend the extravagance
of this Navy. If you are here, rise and speak. It is no child’'s

play to spend $25,000,000. That is $9,000,000 more than was
appropriated this session for agriculture in all the various de-
partments. Bixteen million dollars was appropriated for agri-
cultural departments in the year 1912,

‘Why, Mr, Chairman, it would startle you or me or anyone elsa
to quote my friend Capt. Hoesox as an economist when it comes
to the Navy. He is in favor of six battleships or more annually,
He sits before me to-day, and he will corroborate what I say
when I make the statement that the expenses of the Navy are
more than one-third what they ought to be. If it is not true,
he is an expert and should know. ¥e has been in the Navy,
and he is on the Naval Committee. I pause that the captain
may speak if he desires.

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes; I yield.

Mr. HOBSON, Mr. Chairman, I desire not to be misunder-
stood in this matter. My statement is that if we had the ma-
chinery, the power, to reorganize the Navy from the bottom, to
reorganize the whole personnel, and not grind out rear admirals
like you would wheat or corn in the mill—

Mr. TRIBBLE. I will ask the gentleman not to take up too
much of my time, as T am limited.

Mr. HOBSON. And if we had a chance to reorganize the
navy yards and readjust the naval stations in the whole Navy,
I do not hesitate to say that, in my judgment, we could save
one-third of the general expense and, per thousand tons of the
ghips, one-third of what they are costing us now. But that is
contingent upon our being able to reorganize.

Mr. O'SHAUNESSY. Mr. Chairman, will
yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. TRIBBLE. I decline to yield for the present.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Georgia declines to
yield.

Mr. TRIBBLE. I am a member of the Committee on Nawval
Affairs, and I challenge any Member of the House o stand up
and refate the statements I am making.

Now, Mr. Chairman, what is the matter with this bill? I
can not take up and consider all the items in this bill, but I
will take up the first item, which carries @n increase in the
appropriation over that of last year of more than $2,000,000,
Over $1,000,000 of this is increase of officers and increase of pay
of retired officers. Why, sir, included in that item are retired
officers on the pay roll of the Government. The pay of retired
officers is $3,819,000. These retired officers do nothing for the
Government and are out of the Navy drawing salaries all their
life of $5,000 each, more or less.

Mr. HOBRON. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit
me to interrupt him, I will say that the retired list——

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. TRIBBLE., Yes; I will yield for a question.

Mr. HOBSON. I am very glad to tell my friend that the
retired list of rear admirals alone costs a million dollars a
year. There are 150 rear admirals on the retired list, and
about 18 on the active list.

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mpr. Chairman, that is one of the things I
am complaining about.

Mr. HOBSON. It is the law.

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes; but have I not stood there in the Naval
Committee for two years and begged the gentleman from
Alabama and others on the Naval Committee to revise these
laws, and the gentleman from Alabama would not do it?

Mr. HOBSON. Have I not asked my friend to help me in
passing the national counsel of defense bill, so that we could
pass a new law and straighten out all those things?

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes; buf, Mr. Chairman, if you will look at
the retired list you will find 148 retired admirals, and then
look at the number of admirals on the active list you will find
there are only 24. Now is not that a nice sitnation? Nearly
all the admirals on the retired list; they receive about $8500
per annum.

Mr. HOBSOX. And six of those are extra numbers.

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes I am here, Mr. Chairman, to say that
I stood on this floor last year when this bill was up for
consideration, when the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hoesox]
was here too, and I appealed to him and to every man on the
floor of this House, and I appealed to this House to stand by
me and abolish that * plucking board,” which puts these officers
on the retired list when they should be left on the active list;
and the gentleman from Alabama would not do it, and the
Committee on Nayval Affairs would not do it, and there was only
one man who was outspoken at the time to repeal the * pluck-
ing board,” and that was the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Maxw], the minority leader on the Republican side. I know

the gentleman
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there were many others, but they wanted action by the Naval
Committee.

Is the Naval Committee, created by the Democratic party,
in favor of economy? On that retired list, which is created
by what is called “the plucking board,” I had last year the
names of all those men, and one of them was retired under
the age of 30. I want to read what the Secretary of the Navy
says. I have his letter before me. I wrote him and challenged
him to point out any objection or any defect in any of these
men, whereby they should be retired, and he gave me the names
of the men retired and stated as follows:

None of these officers selected for retirement on Junme 30 last were
unfit to perform their duties.

I quote the exact language from his letter.

The chairman of the Naval Committee was here when I made
that fight before, and the chairman stood up and said, “ No;
we can not abolish the plucking board, because we have to retire
low-grade officers and make places for others.” YWhen I chal-
lenged his statement on the question of incompetency, he said,
“We have to make places for others and encourage the officers
by promotion.” WNo one denies that men are retired to create
vacancies so that officers may be promoted to larger salaries.
Retired officers go into retired life on large salaries and secure
ithe very best positions in navy yards, with construction, engi-
neering work, and so forth, because they are well gualified,
having been educated by the United States Government, and
get large salaries. I protest in the name of my constituents
against paying salaries out of their pockels to men educated
out of their money, doing them no service, and making large
salaries for themselves.

Mr. CLINE. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him,
how many men have we on the retired list now drawing pay
under the three-fourths ratio?

Mr. TRIBBLE. I am glad to answer that question. We had
on the retired list last year 920 men, and to that number have
been added, I think, 179. /There are over 1,000 men on the
retired list. Ome hundred and seventy-seven of these were
plucked, and every one of them is capable of service.
hiM'l-‘-' HOBSON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt

m?

Mr. TRIBBLE. I prefer not to be inferrupted now. Take the
case of the man Walker, retired at 30 years of age. He went to
the Naval Academy and stayed there at the expense of the Gov-
ernment for six years, and the Government educated him at an
expense of §18,000. He then remained seven years longer in the
service and drew a salary during that time. Now he has gone
into public service in competition with other people, and T want
to tell you the Government is now paying that man over $3,000
per annum for the remainder of his life.

From now until the end of his life, according to the insurance
tables of expectation of life, he will draw out of the Govern-
ment of the United States about $225,000, for which he will not
do a day’s work. The Secretary of the Navy says that man is
@ competent man.

Mr. SISSON and Mr. HOBSON rose.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield?

hlgir. TRIBBLE. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Missis-
sippi.

Mr. SISSON. The gentleman from Georgia states that the
incompetent officers are the ones who are plucked.

Mr. TRIBBLE. No; I did not state that. I say the depart-
ment pretend that they are plucking incompetent officers, but
I did not make that statement. I say they are competent.

Mr. SISSON. If the incompetent ones are the ones who are
being plucked, then they are adopting a system of pensioning
men for incompetency, are they?

Mr. HOBSON. It is worse than that.

Mr. TRIBBLE. I say it is a terrible arraignment of the
Navy of this country and the officers of the Navy if 177 men
have been retired for incompetency or something else; and still
there are deadheads in the Navy yet who should be plucked
for retirement, and you continue to retire them year after year.
It is a terrible arraignment on the whole system as well as
the men. What is the matter with them? The Secretary of
the Navy says there is nothing the matter. Ah, yes; they want
to promote officers to better pay.

Mr. HOBSON. The gentleman's arraignment is not as strong
as he ean make it, if he will allow me, I simply want him to
lay all the facts before the Members, and to state that those
who are plucked are promoted a whole grade in being plucked.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Why are they promoted?

Mr. HOBSON. In order to retire them in the next higher
grade.

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes; I thank the gentleman; when they are
retired they are promoted to another grade in order that their

life salary may be increased—rewarded by promotion for so-
called incompetency.

Mr. SISSON. Can the gentleman tell the committee why the
Committee on Naval Affairs has not changed that law and pre-
vented them being retired?

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes; I can tell you that. -I say to yon that
there has been a bill before that Naval Committee all this
year, a bill which I introduced, to abolish the plucking board.
That bill has not been acted upon. I can not get a favorable
report. The Naval Committee can deny this statement by re-
porting the bill to this House.

Mr. SISSON. Will the gentleman yield once more?

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes.

Mr. SISSON. The Naval Committee, then, are solidly in fa-
vor of retaining the plucking board, are they?

Mr. TRIBBLE. I say there is no action being taken. If
there is anybody here who will join me, let him stand up and
say if he is with me in the fight. I undertook to cut out pay of
this class of officers last term on the floor of the House, and
then stated that the committee would not report with favor a
bill to repeal the plucking board.

Mr, HENSLEY. I think the gentleman is entirely unwar-
ranted in making a statement of that kind. If you have ever
made that proposition, I have never heard you discuss it. I
will join you.

Mr. TRIBBLE. T discussed it on the floor of the House last
year. I suppose the gentleman was not present. I called for
?cltkion ont my bill last week in foll committee. No action was

aken.

Mr. HENSLEY. T have supported you on several proposi-
tions before the House.

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes; that is true. We have fonght together
for economy. I thiuk the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HExS-
LEY] is nearly always right. There are few, if any, better men
in this House than he, and he has ihe bravery and eourage to
speak his convictions and fight for what he thinks will beneiit
the people. T did not intend to discuss the retired list, but was
drawn Into it. One of the men named here on this list, retired
act year, if you will notice, is Admiral Rust. Now, I want to
read what is said of this man. I will put this in the Recozp
and let the naval officials deny the charges 1 am making.

For the 25 years that Admiral Rust was commissioned in
the Navy—from July 1, 1887, to July 1, 1912—he never received
an unfavorable report from any commanding officer. Now, these
gentlemen can find spokesmen among the Members of this
House. Let them come here and speak through the mouths of
members of the committee or Members on the floor of the House
who will speak for them. I should like to read a little further
what is said here. This man was a commander. At the time
he was commander there were 116 commanders; 33 had never
seen service at sea; 66 had been at sea six months, and the
average length of service of those going to sea was seven
months. This commander headed the list in length of service
in his grade two years and eight months.

He never at any time received an unfavorable mark, but his
entire record from one end to the other was * excellent.”

Gentlemen, the trouble with this bill is this: It is gross ex-
travagance—inexcusable extravagance. There are men on the
Republican side who will not stand for this bill carrying $148,-
000,000. Their constituents will not approve a vote for this
extravagance on the ground that Democrats alone are respon-
sible for it. Birs, your constituents will not applaud your
act in voting for a §25,000,000 increase just because it is a
Democratic bill. This is not a party measure, and I hope to
see you vete for reduction. You can not defend a vote for
extravagance because it is a Democratic bill. Your friends
back home will say, “ Why did you not stand up and expose
it on the floor of the House, if the Democrats were extravagant,
and not come here and talk to us about what was done by the
Democrats while you stood by with folded hands™ ?

Mr. DIES. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes

Mr. DIES. Has the gentleman forgotten here the direful
prophecy of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hossox], who
prognosticated that this country would be in war with Japan
before the present time? .

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes; I heard the prophecy. He scents
danger afar off. As I said the other day, I like my friend
Hoesox ; there is good in him. [Laughter.] Now, Mr. Chair-
man, my friend Hossox says he joins with me on the proposi-
tion that the whole thing ought to be reorganized. I hold in
my hand a pamphlet, on the back of which is marked “ Naval
Register.” It shows where these officers are,

But before I forget it I want to say that I have in my hand
another letter from the Secretary of the Navy, in which he
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says that there are 1,157 officers here on shore duty. And yet
the Navy is calling for more officers for the ships. The chair-
man of the commitiee stated that the Navy was calling for
and claimed fo need 3,000 more officers, and yet 1,157 of these
men are on shore.

Where are they? Let me show you were they are. Down
here at the Naval Academy is a good place for a man to retire
from active naval service and have a good time. The social
side of naval life has been discussed by my colleague [Mr.
Toppexeery] thoroughly, and I will not refer to the social
side of land service and the land fighting Navy. At the Naval
Academy, right here at your door, are stationed 160 naval
officers. There are also in addition to these naval officers 28
ciyilian teachers, making a total of 185 of these gentlemen
right down here on shore duty, supposed to be engaged in
teaching the students. There are 720 students there. I would
like for some one to defend the policy of placing all these
officers and civilian teachers at Annapolis. There are five
places—the navy yard at Norfolk, Philadelphia, Boston, New
York, and Annapolis—where there are 656 officers located.

You go to the heads of departments, and the clerks are
handicapped frequently with their work, because there are so
many naval officers walking around in the way. What do the
naval officers do? They have an assignment. Why, Mr, Chair-
man, I have nothing against the naval officers. The most
of them are loyal, courageous, and patriotic. I am not attack-
ing the naval officers. I am attacking a system that gives them
a life of ease and luxury when, as a matter of truth, they would
be better men and better satisfied engaged in profitable service
at all times for the Government that pays their salary. I
want them to fill the vacancies at sea and elsewhere, so that this
Congress will not be called on for 3,000 more officers to fill the
complement on vessels,

I hold in my hand a letter of Secretary Meyer, in which he
says—now listen:

It will take 1,714 officers to put In commission the ships we now
have and the ships that are being constructed.

And yet there are over a thousand of these officers on shore
duty on assignments from place to place throughout the country.

Mr. BEALL of Texas, Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman
¥ield?

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Does the gentleman remember the
little couplet from Pinafore that goes this way:

; Just stick to your desk and never go to sea,
If you want to be an admiral in the King's navee.

[Laughter.]

Mr. TRIBELE. Mr. Chairman, how much more time have I1?

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Georgla
has expired. [Applause.]

Mr. TRIBBLE. I ask vnanimous consent to extend my re-
miarks in the Recorp.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, to digress a litile from the
subject of this bill, even though it does carry one hundred and
eighty millions of dollars, I desire to call attention to, and place in
the Recorp, something that may be of interest to the House and
the country. I was a member of the committee that investigated
the Steel Trust, and there came before that committee the chief
officer of that corporation, then its president and now the chair-
man of its finance committee, and also the gentleman who is
now its president and was at that time the president of its ex-
port company, a branch of the Steel Corporation. I made it my
particular duty with each witness and officer of that company,
and especially with Judge Gary and Mr. Farrell, to ask a set
question, and that was whether there existed an agreement be-
tween the Steel Corporation and the manufacturers of this coun-
try and the foreign manufacturers of like products an agree-
ment, international in its scope, which fixed the price of steel
products;, and which kept the foreign manufacturer from our
own ferritory and divided the foreign territory with the for-
eigners and kept our independent manufacturers from foreign
territory, it appearing in that investigaticn that steel rails and
steel produects were sold more cheaply to the foreigner than to the
home consumer. Every time that guestion was asked of Judge
Gary and Mr. Farrell, who testified under oath before that inves-
tignting committee, and of every officer of the corporation, they
denied that any such agreement existed between the Steel Cor-
poration and the foreign manufacturers, and they denied that
there was at any time an agreement international in its scope
that in any way affected the prices fixed or the territory in
which both foreign corporations and the Steel Trust were to gell
their products.

I have in my office the testimony of an ex-president of the
Steel Corporation, Mr, Corey, given in the case now pending in

the State of New Jersey against the Steel Corporation, in
which Mr. Corey states that there was such an agreement and
that Judge Gary and the officers of that corporation knew of
its existence. So that we have the testimony before a congres-
sional investigating committee of two officers of this Steel Cor-
poration denying the existence of such a contract and the testi-
mony of one who was the president and whom Judge Gary suc-
ceeded, saying on oath in court that there was such an agree-
ment and that Judge Gary and the other officers knew it. I
have examined Mr. Corey's testimony. It is too bulky to pre-
sent to the House, but I have in my hand a statement contained
in the New York World, that has placed these two statements
in parallel columns, and I propose to place it in the Iecorp in
order that the country may see how convenient was the mem-
ory of these gentlemen when they appeared before the investi-
gating committee or how inconvenient was the memory of Mr.
Corey when he testified under oath in court the other day,

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARTLETT. Certainly,

Mr. COOPER. Were these fwo gentleman testifying as to
the same period of time?

Mr. BARTLETT. They were, because I made it my business
to find out. I was interested in undertaking to find out if this
corporation, which \as selling its product more cheaply abroad
than to our own people, especially steel rails, had an agreement
international in its scope between it and the foreign manufac-
turer, and I pressed it home to every witness, and especially to
Judge Gary and to Mr. Farrell. They both denied that any
such agreement at any time existed, and the testimony of Mr.
Corey not only gives the agreement and states when it existed
and when it ceased to exist, but that Judge Gary was informed
of it and stated the time when he concluded that it could no
longer be earried out.

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Recorp by insgerting these parallel columns,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Itecorp in the man-
ner indicated. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The matter referred to is as follows:

GARY AND COREY DISAGREE.

On the witness stand Judge E. H. Gary, chairman of the executive
committee of the Steel Trust, and William IE. Corey, former president
of the Bteel Trust, have given radically different testimony as to price-
fixing pools.

GARTY.

During the Stanley committee
hearings Judge Gary sald that he
ordered the Steel Trust's subsid-
faries to abolish price-ﬁxlnf P°°‘5‘

“T do not know of any in
tional agreement,” he said. I
would not countenance an agree-
ment that would divide up terrl-

tory.”
Iga!n he said:

COREY.

As a witness in the Govern-
ment's suit to dissolve the Bteel
Trust, within a few days, former
President Corey, of the Steel Trust,
said in answer to counsel’'s ques-
tions :

“Did you mean when you sald
that Judge Gary knew of these
gg}:r!a that he knew about them

“We have occasionally read pub-
lic eriticism of our movements on
the ground that there was a com-
bination or an agreement in re-
straint of trade to maintain grltcs.
to restriet output, or to divide ter-
ritory. We have never intended to
antagonize the laws of the coun-

}.'Iune 2, 1911, he said that one
of the principal things at the meet-
ings of the American Institute of
Iron and Steel Manufacturers was

?‘rg” they were abolished in

* He knew about all the pools all
the time, because he atten some
of the meetings.”

“Which meetings?"

“The rail pool and the ‘pmte

and structural pool meetings.
On the day before Corey said:
“An understanding existed be-
tween the United SBtates Steel Cor-
poration and manufacturers abroad
not to attempt to sell in each
other's territory.”

to discuss the welfare of their em-
pttareo.s. “It is the intention,” he
added, *““to organize an interna-
tional institute unless something
comes uP to make It appear that
we ought not to do it from a legal
as well as a moral standpoint.”

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, T will ask the gentleman from
Georgia if Mr. Farrell's statement was not that duoring his ad-
ministration of the office of the Steel Corporation there was no
such agreement in existence,

Mr. BARTLETT. He was not only the officer of the corpo-
ration, but he was the man who was in charge of the exporting
of the products of the company, and he was produced before
that committee as being the man of all others who had grown
up from a lad in its service and who was more familiar with
the details of its business than any other.

Mr. AUSTIN. But I think the gentleman misunderstands my
question because he has evidently not attempted to answer it,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired;
all time has expired. .

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commiitee
do now rise,

The motion was agreed to.
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Accordingly the commitiee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Gagrerr, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 28730,
the pension appropriation bill, and had directed him to report
that it had come to no resclution thereon.

RECESS.

The SPEAKER. The House automatically goes info recess
until 8 o'elock this evening and the gentleman from Miszourl
[Mr. Lroyp] will occupy the chair.

Accordingly (at § o'clock p. m.) the House, under its previous
order, stood in recess until S o'clock p. m.

EVENING SESSION.

The recess having expired, the House was callad to order at
8 o’clock p. m. by the Speaker pro tempore [Mr. Lroyp].

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the special
order.

The Clerk read as follows:

On motion of AMr. Povu, by unanimous consent.

Ordered, That on lirlciaﬁanext, Februa 14, 1913, the House shall
stand In recess from the ur of 5 o'clock p. m. until the hour of 8
o'clock p. m., at which time it shall be in order to consider, by unani-
mous consent onl&hm the House as in the Committee of the Whole, bills
on the Private endar which were not considered or objected to on
Monday, February 10, 1913, after which it shall be in order to consider
the remainder of said calendar.

YNCHAUBTI & CO.

The first business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was H. Res. 643, referring the bill (H. R. 20377) for the relief
of Ynchausti & Co. to the Court of Claims. ]

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of
the resolution.

Mr. GOLDFOGLY. Reserving the right to object, I would
like some explanation of this bill.

Mr. POU. What is it the gentleman from New York [Mr.
GororocLe] would like to know?

Mr. GOLDFOGLYE. I would like to know something about
the pending bill.

Mr. POU. The gentleman from Delaware [Mr. Hearp], who
reported it, can answer the guestion of the gentleman from
New York.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker.
Before any explanation is made, may not the resolution be read?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the resolu-
tion will be read. ;

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution G43.

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 20377) for the rellef of Ynchausti
& Co,, together with all the nmmlpanyl.utg papers, be, and the same is
hereby, referred to the Court of Claims for a finding of the facts and
the amount due, if any, and that the same be reported to Congress.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the resolution?

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I take this opportunity to say that the procedure on this Private
Calendar works a very great injustice to many of the Members
of the House who have had meritorious claims favorably re-
ported. Last Monday night, when claims on this calendar were
taken up, objection after objection was made to bill after bill
without even so muech as the slightest reason being assigned
for the objection, and, excepting in one or two instances, without
even the slightest inquiry being made as to the merits of the
claims. Then suddenly, after two pages or more of the cal-
endar had been reported, and all claims rejected, the chairman
of the Committee on Claims arose, remarked that there were
many just claims on the calendar, and expressed the hope that
there would be no objection made to considering them. That had
not occurred to the chairman until 30 or 40 just as meritorious
claims as any that remained to be considered had been denied
a hearing and killed. Then he remembered that there were
worthy claims on the calendar, and thereupon a filibuster was
begun, and after two or three roll calls the House adjourned.

I shall net seek to retalinte because a elaim in which I was
interested met with objection—a claim which has once hereto-
fore passed the House and failed in the Senate for want of time
for its consideration.

Mr. POU. Will the gentleman permit me just a word?

Mr. COOPER. I wish to finish what I have to say, and then
% will yield.

1 shall not attempt to prevent the proper consideration to-
night of the remaining bills on the Private Calendar, because
on last Monday night consideration was unjustly refused a
meritorious bill, a bill the claimant in which was an unfortu-
nate old man, upward of S0 years of age, whom experience
had tauwght to know too well all that Robert Burns meant in

the sad line, “Age and Want, oh, ill-matched pair.” I wish
only to suggest that if any Members of the House had con-
spired to have certain claims acted upon that had a late posi-
tion on the calendar, and which they feared would not be
reached, the procedure which has been adopted is exactly the
cne that these gentleman would have agreed upon in advance—
that is, to kill 30 or 40 claims and thus get within striking
distance of the claims in which they were interested, then have
a resolution adopted providing that the call shall begin where
it ended at the previous session and proceed, in the hope that
hereafter there would be no vbjection. But I do not say that
anything of this kind was intended, for I would not make an
imputation of improper motives.

Mr. POU. I hope the gentleman will permit me to say in his
own time, in reply to a suggestion that he made——

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman reply to
a question by me?

Mr. POU. I will, if T can.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I want to know if it was not
the understanding under the rule that was passed—the rule
that brings us here to-night—that we might revert by unani-
mous consent for a fair consideration of the bills that were ob-
jected to the other night? .

Mr. POU. I will say to the gentleman that the order is self-
explanatory. The ealendar will be taken up at the point where
we left off on Monday night. We will take it up in the regular
order, and if there is any time left we can then go back to the
preceding bills.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If there is a chance, we can
revert to those that have been objected to?

Mr. POU. I understand so.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I wanted to understand that.

Mr. COOPER. That is what I wanted to know.

Mr. HOWARD. I would like to say to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania that the gentleman from Georgia is in the same
fix as he is in and as a good many other folks are in.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Reserving the right to object,
Mr. Speaker, the only difficulty here seems to be that the other
night, when the House was in the tantrums, a number of bills
were objected to without opportunity being given for considera-
tion at all, and we are now about to proceed by unanimous con-
sent to the consideration of those bills that stand preferred
above those that were objected to the other night. I have no
objection to going on with this proceeding, if it is the intention
to eall up those bills that were formerly passed over and have
them eonsidered. I shall not object.

Mr. POU. In behalf of the committee I will say to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Coorer]} that every bill that has
been reported from the commitiee is, of course, a meritorious
bill in the judgment of that committee. I did not intend to
draw any distinetion at all between bills. I have been hoping
that every gentleman would have opportunity to have his bill
considered. Because, in the course of some remarks I made at
a former session of the House, I alluded to certain bills as
meritorious I did not, of course, mean to imply that other
bills were without merit.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
man yield?

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

Mr. POU. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Would there be any objection
to a motion for unanimous consent to return to the head of the
calendar and begin the consideration of the bills from that
point?

Mr, POU.
of the order.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. But it could be done by unani-
mous consent.

Mr. MADDEN. Tbhat conld not be done.

Mr. POU. I do not think the House would have authority
to change the special order now.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. There were 36 bills objected
to. If the gentleman would agree to a motion for unanimous
consent to return to the bills on the calendar, we might reach
all of them.

Mr. POU, My opinion is that if you begin at the beginning
of the calendar it will result in just such another proceeding
as we had the other night. On the other hand, I think if we
proceed in order it will be possible for some Members at least
to get their bills through.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Fs there objection?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I

Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
Does the gentleman yield?

That could not be done, I think, under the terms

am in that position that possibly all the gentlemen on the floor
do not occupy. I have no bill on the Private Calendar in
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which I am in any degree interested personally. I have read
every bill and the reports upon every bill upon the Private
Calendar carefully, calmly, quietly, and have made notes on
those reports, and in many cases secured other information.
It is immaterial to me whether any of the bills pass. The pro-
ceeding last Monday night did not offend me in the slightest
degree—when gentlemen objected simply because their bills had
been objected to; and if they cheoose to do that to-night, I shall
not quarrel with them about it. I thought then, owing to the
length of the calendar, in those cases where I had made up my
mind to object that it was to the interest of the House to
object promptly, so that the time of the House would not be
occupied in considering bills which in the end would not pass.

1f, however, the Members of the House prefer to have bills
considered, reserving the right to object and spending 10 or 15
minutes or more upon a bill which in the end would be objected
to by myself or somebedy else, I shall not quarrel with that,
If the gentleman from Wistonsin [Mr. CooreEg] or the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] prefers that course, I am per-
fectly willing to reserve the right to object until gentlemen
exhaust themselves on the subject of a particular bill and then
make the objection.

Now, it should be remembered that this is not an ordinary
call of the Private Calendar. Last Monday night's was not an
ordinary call of the Private Calendar. When Members allowed
an order to go through by unanimous consent to fix a calendar
in this way, it was done as a matter of course. Gentlemen have
the right to object to that procedure, undoubtedly, at any time
by making a point of no quorum, and that will end the proceed-
in

gs.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, I want to say that no explanation has been given why this
resolution should be adopted. There has been so much talk
about meritorious claims that I should like to know a little
about the resolution before I vote on it.

Mr. POU. I will say to the gentleman that this company
had a cargo of goods which it claims was destroyed by reason
of the negligence of one of the Government boats, which ran
into the company’s boat. They lost their cargo as a result of
this collision, and all they are asking now is that the Court of
Claims fix the responsibility, and also fix the amount of the
damages if the Government is liable for the claim.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Does this resolution send the case to the
Court of Claims for findings, or does it make an appropriation?

Mr. POU. Merely for findings. The Court of Claims could
not make any appropriation, of course. It is merely for a
finding of facts. .

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Does the claim belong to that class of
cases that can be sent to the Court of Claims by the action
of the Committee on Claims without the action of the House?
The gentleman, I suppose, is aware of the statute——

Mr. POU. Action by the House is necessary. The findings
of the Court of Claims will be merely in the nature of a recom-
mendation. The House can pay the claim or not, as it may see
fit hereafter. The Court of Claims will ascertain how the ac-
cident occurred and whether or not those in charge of the
Government boat were guilty of negligence.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Could not the committee have ascer-
tained the facts?

Mr. POU. It is one of those cases of damage which usually
are referred to the Court of Claims, according to my informa-
tion, and the committee followed what it was informed was the
usual procedure in such cases.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I think the gentleman is mistaken about
the usual course of procedure. In many of these cases in the
past the committee have acted directly, to determine whether
there was merit in a elaim, without sending the matter to the
Court of Claims and having it footballed back again, to and fro.

Mr. POU. The committee did not care to undertake to fix the
damages in a case of this kind, and it was thought proper to ask
the assistance of the Court of Claims. That is the only infor-
mation I can give the gentleman.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Not having the resolution before me, I
am unable at this moment to say whether the resolution sends
the maiter to the Court of Claims for a finding on all the
facts or only to assess the damages.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield for a
question?

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. T would prefer not to yield until T obtain
the information which I am seeking.

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from New York will yleld, the
form of the resolution is faulty, and should be cured. It should
rend :

Tteferred to the Court of Claims for findings and conclusions.

That is what the law provides. This was a case of a collision
between a Government quartermaster’s boat and a launch owned
by the gentlemen named in the resolution. The committee did
not feel that it could get at the facts as well directly as it
could by reference of the matter to the Court of Claims to ascer-
tain findings and report to Congress.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution 643,

Resolved, That the bill ¢(H. R. 20377) for the relief of Ynchaustl &
Co., together with all tte accompanying papers, be, and the same is
hereby, referred to the Court of Claims for a finding of the facts and the
amount due, if any, and that the same be reported to Congress.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend by striking out
the words—

a finding of the facts and the amount due, if any, and that the same
be reported to Congress—

And insert—
findings and conclusions.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, lines 4 and 5, strike out the words “a finding of the facts
and the amount duoe, if any, and that the same be reported to Congress "
and insert in lien thereof the words * findings and conclusions.”

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, that conforms to the law, because
the Court of Claims under this resolution is not authorized to
find the amount due.

The amendment was agreed to.

The resolution as amended was agreed to.

HEIES OF SAMUEL H. DONALDSON.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
18804) for the relief of the heirs of the late Samuel H. Don-
aldson.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the- Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
hereby Is, aothorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to the heirs of the late SBamuel H.
Donaldson, who died from injuries received in the performance of his
duties under the appraiser of merchandise at the port of New York, the
sum of $5,000.

Wiih the following committee amendment :

Line 8, strike out the words “five thousand™ and insert in llen
thereof the words * cne thousand five hundred.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to know what this bill is and what the claim is for,
how the injury was sustained, and how the death was caused.

AMr. POU. The report shows that the deceased was a laborer
employed in the United States public stores in New York City.
On July 6, 1911, while engaged in his usual work, he attempted
to pull a cask of merchandise onto a truck, when a hoop of the
cask came off and he was thrown backward into the ronway for
truck, sustaining injuries from which he died in less than a
week. It clearly appears that the injury was in nowise due to
negligence on the part of the deceased.

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. POU. Certainly.
Mr. COX. It is proposed to pay the heirs $1,500. The re-

port says that he is dead and that his wife is dead. I would
liké to know whether he left any children.

Mr. MANN. He left four children, as the report shows.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. If the gentleman will yiell to me, what
evidence did the committee have before it on which they made
the findings that justify the award of damages, and what evi-
dence did the committee have before it to justify the amount?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. If the gentleman from North Carolina
will allow me, I will answer the gentleman from New York.

Mr. POU., 1 will yield to the gentleman from Iowa.

AMr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the gentle-
man from New York, I will state that the facts are set forth
fully in the report. The report shows the full account of the
injury which he sustained. How it eame about was given in the
report of the police department at New York, and also was re-
ported by the director of the girls' department of the Young
Woman's Christian Association. It was also confirmed by a
report received from the department. It estabiished that the
accident had happened, as was stated by the gentleman from
North Carolina, by reason of a hoop on a eask which he was
handling coming off and caused him to be thrown backward
into a runway for trucks. The amount awarded is not $5,000,
but by a committee amendment is reduced to $1,500.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. As far as the report of the police de-
partment is concerned and the other report, the gentleman would
not regard them as evidence in the ease. As far as the report
from the department is concerned, I would like to have that
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read, so that we may know what the facts are as reported by
the department.

_Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The department reports are not here
in full, and as regards the report of the police department, I
should consider that some evidence.

.Mr. GOLDFOGLE. That would establish nothing.

Mr. GREEN of Towa. The gentleman is not very easily con-
vinced.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Because a police officer makes a report
and may fill it up with conclusions, and perhaps have no knowl-
edge of the facts. It might be full of inferences, and I am
sure the gentleman would not accept it; at any rate, he would
not if he was a judge on the bench.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman knows perfecily well
that the committee is not authorized to subpeena witnesses
before if.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. No: they are authorized fo find out the
facts. Mr. Speaker, I object. .

Mr. CANTRILL., My Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The SPEAKER pro fempore. The gentleman from Kentucky
moves that the House do now adjourn.

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an-
nounced that the *“ noes™ had it.

So the House refused to adjourn.

Mr. LEVY. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from
New York, my collengue, will withdraw his objection. This
is a very harrowing and pitiful case.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, I can not withstand the
piteous appeals that come all around me, and I withdraw the
objection.

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Speaker, I renew the objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri
objects.

LENA SCHMIEDER.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
25123) for the relief of Lena Schmieder.

The Clerk read the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

Mr. FOSTER. 1 object.

JOHN A. GAULEY.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (IT. R.
17140) for the relief of John A. Gauley.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, T object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
objects, and the Clerk will report the next bill.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, a parlinmentary
inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, in view of last
Weidnesday's performance in this House, and then of the per-
formance at the night session when we tried to hold a session
for consideration of bills of this sort, I desire to ask whether
it is now in order for me to move the House for an adjourn-
ment sine die of this Congress? [Laughter.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That ig hardly a parliamentary
inquiry.

Is there objection?

FELIX MORGAN.,

The next business on the Private Calendar_was the bill
(H. R. 21849) for the relief of Felix Morgan. =

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Treasury be, and he Is
hereby, authorized and directed to an to Felix Morgan, of Wirt
County, W. Va., out of any funds in the Treasury of the United States
not otherwise appropriated. the sum of $£10,000, to compensate him for
injuries received while in the employ of the Government on the Little
Kanawha River, in Wirt County, W. Va.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the pres-
cnt consideration of the bill?

Mr. MOORE of Penunsylvania. Mr, Speaker, reserving the
right to object, I desire to say at this stage of the proceedings
that we have just passed by two bills, one of which came to the
House without the indorsement of the Treasury Department,
and the other of which eame with the indorsement of the War
Department. It simply illustrates the inconsistency under which
we are proceeding and the futility of attempting to have fair
consideration of these bills.

Mr. MANN. Which bill came with the indorsement of the
War Department?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will get to that in a
moment. In the case of Samuel Donaldson, which bill was
objected to by the gentleman from New York [Mr., GoLproGLE],
there positively was no direct evidence from the Treasury De-
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partment that the man was employed by the Government or
that the department itself approved of the passage of the bill.
Therefore the objection would seem to have been well founded,
because this Congress ought to have at least some word of in-
formation or approval from the department concerned as to
whether the claim is authentic,

In the case of Lena Schmieder, just passed over, the report
upon which I did not have the opportunity to read before ob-
jection was made, it does appear that an employee of the
Government who was engaged in river and harbor work was
killed under a falling embankment, and that the facts are certi-
fied to by the Chief of Engineers of the War Department; that
the Secreiary of War forwarded a statement certifying to the
accuracy of the facts, showing that the man was killed under
a falling embankment while in the performance of his duty.
Yet the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] objects to that
bill, just as the gentleman from New York [Mr. (GoLprosii]
objected to a bill where we had no proof whatever. It does
seem to me that we are proceeding in a very peculiar way,
and it does seem to justify the objections that some gentlemen
are making to this general method of procedunre.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Mr, Speaker; I understood the gentleman re-
served the right to object.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.

Mr, MANN. Then I desire to ask the gentleman a ques-
tion. Does the gentleman know that this woman, Lena
Schmieder, lost her first husband in 1805, afterwards married a
second husband, lost him, and then put in a claim to the Gov-
ment for the loss of both husbands?

AMr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I do not know that; and that
apparently does not appear in the report,

Mr. MANN, It does appear in the report.
has not read the report.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. But I have a statement signed
by the Judge Advoeate General of the War Department saying
that this man eame to his death as the result of employment
under the United States Government, being crushed under a
falling river bank which, as foreman, he was engaged in grad-
ing to a proper slope for revetment. In the absence of proof
in the bill under consideration that the department approves or
certifies to the facts, I object.

Mr. MANN. The bill to which the gentleman referred pro-
vides for relief for the loss of two husbands.

Mr, POU. The bill authorizes nothing of the kind.

Mr. RAKER. My, Speaker, I demand the regular order.

Mr. MANN., Mr. Speaker, I hold the bill in my hand.
provides for relief because of the loss of two husbands.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ienn-
sylvania objects, and the Clerk will report the next bill,

Mr. HEALD. May I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvanda
to what bill he objected?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I objected to the bill under
consideration. T was also discussing bills that have already
been objected to.

the

Yes.

The gentleman

It

LEO MIULLER,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R,
22257) for the relief of Leo Miiller.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the United
States Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of £5,000 to Leo
Miiller, in full of all claims he may have against the Government for
injuries received by him while employed by the Unlted States Reclama-
tion Service, as carpenter, at Laguna Dam (Yuma, Cal.) project, for
the loss of a leg and other physical disabilities resulting from said
injuries.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr, MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, if T
may, as I understand this bill—and if I am in error I will be
glad to be corrected—this claimant has already been paid under
the general compensation law the amount allowed by that law,
which may or may not be sufficient, but that is the law that
Congress passed, and this bill is to pay an additional amount to
the claimant over and above what the general law provides.
If that be the case, I do not see where we will stop from having
the same sort of claims presented by anyone who is allowed
any compensation under the general law. Is that the fact?

Mr. HEALD. Mr. Speaker, that is the fact. He received
$1,080 under the general law, but the affidavits and other evi-
dence submitted to the committee show the case was such an
aggravated one that in addition to the amount allowed under
the general law we did vote in the committee to authorize a
report for an additional $2,500.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. I object.

CHARLES A. DAVIDSON AND CHARLES JM. CAMPBELL.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8.
2109) carrying into effect findings of the Court of Claims in
the cases of Charles A, Davidson and Charles M. Campbell.

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of this bill?

Mr. COX. I object.

Mr. GREGG of Texas,
the right to objeet.

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman reserve
the right to ebject until I can explain this bill?

Mr. €COX. Later on I will object, but I will reserve it if
the genileman desires to make a statement.

AMr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. I will not take up the time to
make a statement if the gentleman is going to object.

Mr. COX. I object.

FLIZADETH MUHLEMAN AND HEIRS AT LAW OF SAMUEL A. MUHLF-
MAN, DECEASED.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8.
4041) for the relief of Elizabeth Muhleman, widow, and the
heirs at law of Samuel A. Muhleman, deceased.

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object.

TO BRETMBURSE CERTAIN EMPLOYEES, WASHINGTON NAVY YARD.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
16449) to reimburse certain employees of the Washington Navy
Yard for the loss of mechanic’s toels by fire.

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
consideration of the bill?

Mr. COX. Ar. Speaker, I object.

LIBBIE AENOLD.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8.
2G28) for the relief of Libbie Arnold.

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore,
ent congideration of the bill?

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I object.

CARL KRUEGER.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S,
104) for the relief of Carl Krueger,

The Clerk read as follows:

Re it encoted, ete., That the Secrefary of the Treasury be, and he is
liereby, anthorized and directed to pay, out of ugg money in the Treas-
ury mnot otherwise appropriated, the sum of $5 to Carl Krueger, of
Denver, Colo,, on aceount of injuries received in the United States mint
in the city of Denver, State of Colorado, on February 27 1006,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection te the present
consideration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, does
not the gentleman think it would be safer to pass this bill at

5 @

I hope the gentleman will reserve

Is there objection to the pres.

Is there objection to the present

Is there objection to the pres-

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I could not hear the gentleman.

AMr. MANN. The Senate passed this bill for $500, and is not
likely to increase it, and I see the committee has reported it at
$1,500.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I am perfectly willing to have
ithe committee amendment stricken out, so far as that is con-
cerned. It is a very meritorious case. This man had an arm
torn off——

Mr. MANN. T do not think it has the slightest chance of
passing at this amount.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. So'far as I am concerned, T did
not ask to have it increased. It was because of the pitiable
condition that the committee saw fit to increase it, and when a
man has lost an arm and is crippled for life, and purely with-
out any fault of his own, while working in the Government
mint at Denver X

Mr. MANN. And purely without any fault on the part of
the Government. The man would not have recovered for work-
ing for a private corporation or individual.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes; I think he could have re-
covered.

Mr. MANN. I do not think he would.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN, Reserving the right to object, it is a committee
amendment.
Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker——

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr, Speaker, I move to strike out
the committee amendment, I will ask the chairman of the com-

mittee, if T have not any right to do it myself, that he move
to strike it out.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on striking out
the committee amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was read the third
time, and passed.

GEORGE HALLMAN,

The next business on the Privale Calendar was the bill (H. R.
9125) for the relief of George Hallman.
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.
The Clerk read as follows:
A bill (H. R. 9125) for the relief of George Hallman,
Be it enacted, ete,, That the SBecretary of the Treasury be, and he is

hereby, authorized and directed to pay to George Hallman, out of any
moneys In the Treasur

jJ
of the United States -
riated, the sum of %5, in full B-ettiemgnttot E?: c?mmag:lnggptrl?e
sovernment of the United States for personal injuries received while
in the employ of the Government of the United States as fireman, and
when in line of duty. g

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to ohject.

Mr, FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, this is a very meritorious bill
It deals with an employee in the Treasury Department in this
city. He lost his right eye while in the ranks in the regular
line of his duty, and also lost the use of his right lez. He was
a fireman and was sent into the Cox Building for the first time
to regulate the fire in that building. The furnace was placed
down in a pit, and by virtue of an acenmulation of rough lum-
ber and débris no light was permitted to be kept in that part
of the bunilding. Mr. Hallman was sent for the first time into
this building to look after the fire. Groping his way through
the dark cellar, he fell into the pit and broke his ankle, which
has never sufficiently recovered for its normal use. It is stiff
now, and his physicians have informed him that it will never
be right again. His injury is permanent. On another occasion,
while being sent into the engine room for the purpose of looking
after the fire in the regular line of his duty, in trying to regulate
the furnace a Iump of hot coal flew out and struck him point-
blank in the right eye, from the effects of which he was com-
pelled to have his eye enucleated. He is blind now in that eye.
He has a stiff ankle, and in my opinion, Mr. Speaker, this Houge
could do itself no greater honor than to pass this bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I notice in the
report of the Secretary of the Treasury upon this matter, and I
am not sure that it is correet, the statement :

No regular fireman was required to be continnally on duty, but one
was sent from time to time during the day and night from the Treasury
Building to attend to the fires. On one of his regular rounds at night
Mr. Iman entered the cellar, and in attempting to get to the window
on the opposite side to secure more light evidently miscaleulated the
clear space between the boiler front and the wall of the cellar, and fell
into the 4-foot pit, thereby injuring his leg.

That would seem to indicate that he was familinr with this
place, and that he was making regular rounds there. Whether
that is a correct statement or not I do not know.

Asg to the gentleman's eye——

Mr. FOWLER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN. In just a second. As to his eye, he made no
complaint of being injured in the eye, made no report of it, but
says that a bit of coal flew into his eye. Well, T suppose, really,
that is one of the inherent risks that any man takes who is a
fireman or who handles coal. T am not sure that the Govern-
ment is under any obligation to furnish him goggles or pay him
if his eye is injured.

I will ask my colleague [Mr. Fowrer] whether, as a matter
of fact, it sufficiently appeared fo the committee that the state-
ment of the Secretary of the Treasury was incorrect in making
the report upon this bill. .

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, the evidence before our com-
mittee revealed that the statement of the Secretary of the
Treasury was, unfortunately, not altogether true. The evidence
of the claimant and of his coemployees all shows that it was the
first time—at least he states so under oath—that he had been
sent to the Cox Building, and that he was wholly unacquainted
with the conditions in the pit where the furnace was located.

Mr. KENDALL., Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Tili-
nois [Mr. Fowrer] yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.
KENDALL] ? ‘

Mr. FOWLER. In a moment. All the evidence, Mr. Speaker,
with the exception eof the statement of the Secretary, is to the
effect that the claimant was wholly unaequainted with the
conditions in the room in which the injury took place, and
that it was his first trip.

Is there objection to the pres-
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-Now I yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kexparrn].

Mr. KENDALL. Does the report disclose the age of the
claimant in this cage?

Mr. FOWLER. I am not sure that it does.
have in mind that he was a middle-aged man.

Mr. KENDALL. I understand from the statement of the
gentleman that there were two injuries here?

Mr. FOWLER. Yes.

Mr. KENDALI. Well, T understand from the statement of
the gentleman that there were two injuries here,

However, I

Mr. FOWLER. Yes.
Mr. KENDALL. How much time intervened between the
injuries?

Mr. FOWLER. Well, the first injury, as I recollect, was the
_injury, in the Cox Bulilding, to his leg.

Mr. KENDALL. That is the injury in which he fell into
the pit?

Mr. FOWLER. Yes.

Mr. KENDALL. How long was it after that that a lump
of coal struck him in the eye?
l!.\Ir. FOWLER. The evidence does not disclose the length
of time.

Mr. KENDALL. Was it the same furnace?

Mr. FOWLER. No; I do not understand that it was the
same furnace.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

I;IIr.QHABILIN. Waus his eye injured after he had broken his
ankle?

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, T so understand.

Mr. HAMLIN. Then, he was able to go back to his work after
e had broken it?

Mr. FOWLER. Yes.

Mr. MANN. What is he doing now?

Mr, FOWLER. I understand he is still in the employ of
the Government.

Mr. HAMLIN.

Mr. FOWLER.

Mr. HAMLIN. Is the gentleman sure about that?

Mr. FOWLER. No; I will not be positive about that. but
that is my understanding. Other members of the committee,
however, may recollect more definitely than I about his present
employment.

Mr. HAMLIN. The gentleman does not know whether his
injuries have affected his earning capacity, so far as his em-
ployment by the Government is concerned?

Mr. FOWLER. I think they have materially, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. HHAMLIN. The gentleman does not know but that he is
drawing the same salary?

Mr. FOWLER. I do not think he is employed at all by the
Government. In fact, Mr. Speaker, this poor man is blind.

Mr. CAMPBELIL. In one eye?

Mr. FOWLER. Yes; in one eye. [Laughter.] I did not fully
understand the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPRELL].

Mr. ADAIR. Blind in one eye and one ankle? [Laughter.]

Mr. FOWLER. Yes, But the injury to his ankle, Mr. Speaker,
Is nlmost equal to the loss of the other eye., [Laughter.]

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will my colleague yield?

Mr. FOWLER. Yes; with pleasure.

Mr. MANN. Did not this claimant when he made his affi-
davit to the committee, upon which the committee acted, state
that he had been in the employ of the Government continuously
since May, 1805, first as a fireman and later as a watchman, so
that he was then in the employ of the Government in a better
position than he was in when he was injured?

Mr. FOWLER. I do not understand that he is in the employ
of the Government now.

Mr. MANN. Has my colleague any later information than
that disclosed in the report?

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Reserving the right to object,
Mr. Speaker

My, LOBECK. I object. [Cries of * Regular order!™]

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I would like to ask the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. FowrLer] a question.

Mr. FOWLER. Yes; I will yield to the gentleman.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Nebraska
[Mr. Logeck] objects. The Clerk will ecall the next ene.

MARGARET M'QUADE,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S.
6408) for the relief of Margaret McQuade.
The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, efe., That the Secretary of the Treasury he,

Is he in the employ of the Government now?
I think not.

and he Is

hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Margaret McQuade, widow of
the late Edward McQuade, alins Edward Quade, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwlse appropriated, the sum of $840 as

compensa-

tion for the death of tlie said Edward McQuade, allas Edward
caused by and in the performance of his duties as an employee
Government service in the War Department.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. HAMLIN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
I would like to have some explanation of this bill.

Mr. GREEXN of TIowa. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

: Mr. HAMLIN. Yes; go ahead. I am asking for an explana-
tion.

Mr. GREEN of Towa. I am ready to give it to the gentleman.
This man MeQuade was in the employ of the War Department
and detailed as a driver for the Secretary of War. In fact, he
had been acting in that capacity for guite a number of years;
I can not at this time say how long. He was out driving under
directions that had been given him by some one in the depart-
ment, I think taking the 3-year-old granddaughter of the Sec-
retary out riding.

Mr. MANN. The granddaughter of Secretary Dickinson.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The granddaughter of Secretary Dick-
inson; when from some cause the horses became frightened,
became entirely unmanageable, ran away, and I think the pole
broke, and he was thrown out and received injuries from which
he died shortly afterwards. There was no fault on his part,
and probably no negligence on the part of anyone. It was just
one of those accidents that will sometimes happen, without the
faunlt of anyone.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. COVINGTON. Reserving the right to object, does not .
the report disclose that this driver was performing a service
wholly outside of the line of his governmental duties as the
driver for the Secretary of War; that he was taking the young
granddaughter of Secretary Dickinson out for a morning drive?

Mr, GREEN of Iowa. That is the faci: but I understand he
was under the orders of the Secretary in so doing.

Mr. COVINGTON. As a matter of fact, was he taking that
drive under such circnmstances that he was under the orders
of the Secretary of War and compelled to do it?

Mr. GREEN of Towa. I take it such was the fact, because the
claim was recommended by the War Department.

Mr. COVINGTON. I do not want to bind him down to a harsh
1';1[;3 if he was acting under orders. The report does not so
state. .

Mr, GREEN of Iowa. The War Department certified to us
that he was acting in the line of his employment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. DIFENDERFER. Reserving the right to object, T should
like to state that this is not one of the cases where the claimant
is now in the employ of the Government. He is dead, and the
claim is for $840, the equivalent of one year's salary. The man
was serving the War Department at the time of his death, and
when the pole of this carriage broke it broke because he ran the
team into a bank in order to save these people in the carriage,
at the risk of his own life.

Mr. HOWARD. What right under the law had the Secre-
tary of War to delegate this man to drive his 3-year-old grand-
daughter and that child's governess around this town, when the
Government of the United States was paying for his time?

Mr. DIFENDERFER. I can answer that by asking another
question: What right had the Secretary to have the carriage
at all?

Mr, HOWARD. Becausa he had the money fo pay for it as
a private citizen and not as Secretary of War Dickinson.

Mr. FARR. This carriage is allowed to the Secretary of
War.

Mr. HOWARD.
citizen as a driver.

Mr. FOSTER. But the Government owned the carriage and
furnished the driver.

Mr. HOWARD. I do not care if the Government did own
the carriage.

Mr. HAMLIN, If we furnish the Secretary a team, I think
he has a right to employ a driver.

Mr. HOWARD. That is the very thing that is being abused
in this town by Government officials.

Mr. DIFENDERFER, The answer to that is that this driver
did not take out this carriage of his own volition. He must
have received instructions from his superior, and he was carry-
ing out those instructions at the time of his death.

Mr. BARNHART. I want to inguire of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania, if the Secretary of War sent this man out on a
mission for his own family and he was injured thereby, and
the Secretary had no official authority to send him ouf, and
he was not out on an official mission, would it not be entirely
proper for the Secretary of War to foot the damage bill him-
self? :

de,
n the

And he had the right to employ a private




'

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

FEBrRUARY 14,

Mr. DIFENXDERFER. It is quite apparent that he has not.

My, MANN. Mr. Speaker, I objected to this bill once on the
game grounds that gentlemen have indieated. I understand the
fact to be that we furnish the President and Cabinet officers
conveyances which are not confined te official business at all.
We have provided vehicles for many efficials in the city of
Washington where the law provides that they can be used for
official business only ; but that is not the case with the carriages
of the Cabinet officers or the conveyances of the President. The
President of the United States has the same authority to send
his wife or his children or his guests in the conveyance fur-
nished by the Government that he has to use it for official busi-
ness, and the same is true of the Cabinet officers,

When this bill was before the House before I objeeted, and
afterwards I made more investigation and discovered what is
apparently the fact—that Cabinet officials have carriages and
drivers furnished by the Government for their convenience not
confined to official business at all, and that there is the same
right to direct a ecarriage to be used for a morning drive for
the granddaughter of the Secretary of War that there is to
carry the Seeretary of War to or from his place of official
business,

The driver was under directions and conld not help himself,
nor was the Seeretary transcending the authority he had for
the use of the earringe.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

Mr, SHERWOOD. I object.

ESTATE OF ALMON P. FREDERICK.

The next business en the Private Calendar was the bill (8.
2733) for the relief of the estate of Almon P. Frederick.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be. amd he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pg out of an
ury- not otherwise ap&ro%‘o“ted, e estate o A.Imon P Fredarick
late an inspector of Department, who was killed while
in the discharge of his duties as an officer of the United States, and be-
cause of the faithful discharge of those duties, the sum of $1,600, being
one year's salary.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

My. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to have an explanation.

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr, Speaker, this is a Senate bill, and
the committee adopted the report of the Senafe committee. It
is a bill to pay one year's salary to the estate of Almon P, Fred-
erick, who was a post-office inspector. The bill has the favor-
able recommendation of the department. As a part of the Sen-
ate report there is a statement of the case made by the Post-
master General. I will read that statement, which is perhaps
a8 brief, if not briefer, than I could make it. It is in the shape
of a letter to the chairman of the Senate Committee on Claims,
and is ag follows:

Is there objection?

OFFICE OF TIE Pos'rmarn GENERAL,
Washington, D. C., December 13, 1911,
Hon. C. L. Crawronp,

Chairman Committec on Claims, Unifed States Senate.

Str: With reference to bill 8. 2733, now gnd before your com-

m[ttee. for the rellef of the estnte of Almon k, late a post-
ce Inspector, there is t mitted erewlthacoproturepnrt.hearlng

date of April 23, 1910, tmm the tor In e]mr{e at Denver

to the chief inspector, reciting the circomstances inecident to the f'njuries

sustained by Mr. Frederick in an accident which resulted in his death.

It appears that the accldent occurred between Bland and Mattison,
£ T Dot Ty or (he Ducpom of Fisiteg pout uiicas which he

e had procu very for the pos o w e
could nopt reach by ralirond. Xumtm detached from the
doubletree and, dropping to the horses’ heels. cauucd the team to run
away. The wagon was overturned and Inspector Frederick thrown
viclently to the lq’ﬂmnd.. sustain severe br on his left side and
breaking three After walking about a mile in recovering the
horses, it was necessary to drive 1.. miles to Mattison, where he re-
mained all night. The inspector was 65 years of age "and unusually
strong and robust, On April 18 1910 whi!e npparent.l_y convalescing,
he suffered a collapse and died almost instantly.

Mr. Frederick was appointed a post-office i‘nspector in 1886 and served
continuously, with the excegtlcm of about one year, until the date of his
death. The inspector in charge reports that he was unusually Indus-
trious and cheerfully accepted any assignment, remnrdl of the incon-
venlences or difficulties, and that be was held in high est.eem by post-
masters and his associates in the postal service.

This elaim appears to be meritorious, and the department is in favor

f the pa e of the bill, which provides for the payment of one year's
:alary pl,l to the estate of )Ip Frederiek.
F. H. Hitcucock, Postmaster General.
Mr. POWERS. Is that a letter from the Postmaster General?

Mr. DICKINSON. It is a letter from the Postmaster Gen-

eral, accompanied by a longer report frem Mr. W. E. Cochran,
inspector in charge.

The SPEAKER pro tempere.

There was no objection.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

Is there objection?

'tln Forty-sixth
‘ States at a very early age and supposed himself to have become a citi-

DRENZY A. JONES AND JOHON 6. HOFPPER.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8.

3452) for the relief of Drenzy A. Jones and John G. Hopper,
Jjoint contractors for surveying Yosemite Park boundary.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, cte., That there be paid to Drenz
G. Hopper, joint contraetors, out ANy mon n the Treasory not
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,649.37, for the surveys and re-
sarveys of the Yosemite Park ndary, under contract 184, California,
the boundaries of the park having been changed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. BUCHANAN. My Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, I would like some explanation,

Mr. KAHN, Mr. Speaker, Drenzy A. Jones and John @.
Hopper, deputy surveyors, secured a contract fo survey the
Yosemite National Park. The original contract was for $3,662,
but it was subsequently increased to $5,762. The Yosemite
National Park is in the high Sierras. The floor of the Yesemite
Valley is 4,000 feet above the level of the sea, and many of the
points in the park at 8,000 to 10,000 feet above the level of the

A. Jones and John

In order to do the surveying one has to cross great gulches,
and in many places precipitous walls of 20lid rock confront
those engaged in the work. The surveyors completed the work
and sent in their notes. The department found that there were
errors.

I may say that the work of surveying in the Yosemite Na-
tional Park can only be performed during three or four menths
in the year. There ig a great fall of snow in the high Sierras,
and until the snow is melted it is practically impossible to do
the work. The surveyors went back to correct the errors. The
Surveyor General of the United States for the State of Cali-
fornia accepted the correctlons and sent the matter back to the
Land Office here in Washington with his approval. The Land
Office had another officer of the Government go over their work
and found that there were still some correetions to be made.

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KAHN. Certainly.

That was the resurvey?

Mr. KAHN. Yes.

Mr. MADDEN Why did they have to resurvey?

Mr. KAHN. Because of errors in the first survey.
Mr. MADDEN. They did not do their work well?

Mr. KAHN. Well, I suppose they omitted some necessary
markings.

Mr. MADDEN. This bill provides for the payment of beth
surveys?

Mr. EAHN. No; but for the work that they really did.

Mr. MADDEN. Both times?

Mr. KAHN. Both times. I want fo say that on one ocen-
sion, when they went into the valley to do the work, the Inte-
rior Department had failed to netify the soldiers who were
on guard. Through this failure the party were arrested and
lost that entire season, although it cost them hundreds of
dollars to equip the expedition into the valley. They went back
next year and tried fo do the work.

Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman thinks they are entitled to
pay for all the time they put in for the survey work?

Mr. KAHN. Yes; and I believe the department has no objee-
tion to paying it.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Cali-
fornia permif me to eall his attention to what appears in about
the third or fourth line from the bottom of the report, on page
2? The department says:

In view of the fact thnt the survey would now be of little if any
vs.hze to the Government because of ﬂ);e change in boundary by act of

the department will not oppose payment of the said sum of
32, 9.37 on the contract, notwithstanding the unsatisfactory condition

of the survey.

This report says that the department will not oppoese it, but
they do not say that they approve it, and in the next paragraph it
will be seen that the report shows that the surveyors made so
many errors in making the survey of this park that the survey
was of absolufely no value to the Government.

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit——

The SPEAKER pro tempeore. Is there objection?

Mr. HOWARD. Mvr. Speaker, I object.

JOHN 6. CAMPBELL.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (IL. R.
24942) for the relief of the administrator and heirs of John G.
Campbell, to permit the prosecuiion of Indian depredation
claims.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

th it enacted, etf: t'l‘hthat %ﬂ est&}e of hhnta% Cax?rplaalll Ag:ge&se}ln
was a Delega’ e House of Representatives fro
y y and who became a resident of the United
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zen by the naturalization of his father, be, and is hereby, relieved from
any disability under the laws of the United States and from any defect
of naturalization, and the administrator of sald estate is hereby author-
to prosecute Indian depredation claim No. 2925, now ding in
the United States Court of Claims, and to receive judgment therein the
same as if the said John G. Campbell had been naturalized under the
laws of the United States at the date of the loss alleged : and for this
purpose the said Court of Claims is vested with full jorisdiction.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
eut consideration of the bill?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to objeet, the
bill possibly might confer jurisdiction upon other matters.
Wonld the gentleman have any objection to an mmendment add-
ing at fthe end of the bill the words:

fo far as the citizenzhip of said Campbell is concerned.

The biil would then read:

And for this purpose the said Court of Claims is vested with full
jurisdiction, so far as the citizenship of said Campbell is concerned.

Mr. HAYDEN. 'That is the only question.

Mpr. MANN. That is what the gentleman wants to get at?

Mr. HAYDEN. That is what I want to get at.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I offer as an amendment at the
end of the bill the following, which I send to the desk and ask
to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Piage 2, line 5, after the word * jurisdiction.” Insert the words “ so
far as the citizenship of said Campbell is concerned.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The bill as amended was ordered to he engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

ALARTA M'MURDIE,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (IL R.
1567) for the relief of Maria MecMurdie,
The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Wherens on Angust 2, 1887, John McMurdie, an employee of the eustom-
house at Chieagzo, Ill., while In the discharge of his duties, was in-
stantly killed by the sudden moving of an elevator cable while the
deceased was in the act of stepping over same : Theref

ore

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of §5,000 to Maria McMurdie,
widow, and the heirs at law of the said John MeMurdie.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con-
slderation of the bill?

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mappex]
a question. This bill, I believe, carries $5,000%

Mr. MADDEN., The committee recommends the payment of
$720, one year's compensation, and amends the bill so that it
carries $720.

Mr. ANTHONY, Then the bill really earries only one year's
coimpensation?

Mr. MADDEN. Yes.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I would like to ask the gentleman if he can tell the House why
this claim has been delayed from 1887 until now?

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. There has been attempt after attempt
made to get action upon the part of the Committee on Claims,
and this is the first time we have ever been able to do it.

Mr. HOWARD. Does not the gentleman think that the claim-
ant was guilty of gross contributory negligence in stepping over
a thing that he knew was dangerous?

Mr. MADDEN. I am sorry to say that I ean not agree with
my friend from Georgia, The machinery was unprotected.

Mr. HOWARD. Mr., Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois
is always right, and I will not object.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Bpeaker, I want to ask the gentleman
if he does not think this allowance is quite liberal, in the face
of the fact that we have sat here this evening and men have
objected to claims that were just and did not carry an amount
up to what should have been carried for the injury received. It
510;35 not secm to be consistent. I am not going to object to

s.

Mr. DIFENDERFER. Mr. Speaker, T am.

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Pennsylvania objects.

Mr., MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from
Pennsylvania will reserve his objection.

AMr. DIFENDERFER. Mr. Speaker, I will withliold the ob-
jection for a moment.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, 1 desire to make a statement
in connection with the case. I hope the gentleman will pay at-
tention to what I say in this connection. The mnn McMurdie,
for whose widow this bill is proposed to De passed, was a fire-
man in the employ of the Government of the United States in

the customhouse at Chicago. While in the performance of his
duty in the attie of the building, he was required to pass over
the cables that were used in connection with the operation of
the elevators. These cables were not in any way protected, and
he was caught in the gleeve of a machine as a result of this
unprotected cable and killed almost instantly. His widow is
an old woman. She is living on the charity of her only daugh-
ter, whose husband is barely able to make a living for his wife
and children. This woman has not very much longer to live.

It would be a great mistake, in my judgment, for any person
to object to the passage of a bill so meritorious, and I hope my
friend from Pennsylvania will withdraw his objection.

Mr. DIFENDERFER. Mr. Speaker, I object.

ROBERT T. MARTIN.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (IL IR
235318) for the relief of Robert T. Martin.

The bill was read.

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that bill be passed over.
I will object to it myself. My reasen for making the objection
is that since the bill was introduced, as I understand, the de-
1).1.1'(11u1eut has changed its ruling and the claimant hias been
paid.

MARY J. WEBSTER.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8.
4830) for the relief of Mary J. Webster.

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
ent consideration of the bill?
Ob?lr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I will reserve the right to

ect.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker. the bill is practieally a bill for
the quieting of title to 80 acres of land that was entered by
Mary J. Webster in 1904 under the desert-land law. After she
expended, according to the evidence here, some $2,000 in trying
to bring water by means of digging a diteh to this land she
found that the water percolated through the ditch to such an
extent that after six years she gave up that attempt. In the
meantime it was discovered the entryman could develop the
land fairly well and farm it by the method of dry farming, and
she continued to cultivate the land, attempting in 1910 to ac-
quire it by serip.

It developed later that the serip that ghe had purchased was not
based upon valid service, and the department, on appeal so de-
cided, and gave her 60 days in which she might appeal. Prior to
this an order had been issued by the department that in such cases
the right of appeal should be limited to 30 days. Now, the local
land office sent her the notice, giving her 60 days’ right of ap-
peal. She took her appeal within the 60 days plus the cus-
tomary 10 days, but in the meantime a claimant by the name
of Vier P. Peterson had offered a homestead filing upon the
land and acquired certain equities.

The flouse committee has offered an amendment requiring
that the Secretary of the Interior shall adjudicate the amount
of damages due Vier P. Peterson and that Mary J. Webster
shall pay this to the said Peterson and that he shall retain
his homestead right intact. The bill then provides that patent
shall be issued to Mary J. Webster, I will also say that for
several years the land has been cultivated.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to objeet,
I want to say this may be a just claim and——

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker

Mr. BUCHANAN. And if T may be permitted——

Mr. HOWARD, Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.
bhas the floor?

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have the floor.

Is there cbjection to the pres-

Who
I ask for the regular

order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
objects.

Mr. FRENCH. T hope the gentleman will withhold his ob-
jection for a moment.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman will with-
hold his objection. [Cries of * Regular order!”]

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The regular order is demanded.

JOSEPH NUNTER.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill
(H, R. 5221) granting a pension claim to Joseph Hunter.

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. COX. I object.

Mr. GRAHAM. Will the gentleman withhold his objection?

Mr. COX, I will reserve it if the gentleman wants to make a
statement, but I will object later on.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is desirous to state
that in order to tramsact the business if gentlemen are go-
ing to make objections they should make them——

Mr. COX. 1°object, Mr. Speaker.

AMr. GRAHAM. Mr., Speaker, the House might as well ad-
journ. There will be no more business done to-night.

Mr., DIFENDERFER., Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
do now adjourn.

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected.

WARREN E. DAY.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S.
4033) for the relief of Warren E. Day.

The bill was read, as follows:

An act (8. 4033) for the relief of Warren IE. Day.

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Warren E. Day, out of a
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,200,
being for professional services rendered and medicine furnished the
Hualapai Indians in Arizona Territory, under the orders and approval
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, during the years 1883 and 1884,

Mr. MANN and Mr. GRAITAM rose.

Alr. GRATIAM, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. MaxN] is recognized. 5

Mr. MANN. I am wuaiting for my colleague [Mr. GRAHAM].

Mr. GRAIIAM. Mr. Speaker, this sort of hit-and-miss legis-
lation is unworthy of this House. Claims have been refused
to-night that are overflowing with merit. Other claims, less
meritorions, have been passed. We may as well send a com-
mittee of three out to throw dice to see what claims =hall
pass and what claims shall not pass. No more bills will pass
to-night if I have the power to speak.

Mr, MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, my
collengue had a bill that was just objected to. It was the case
where a man had a pension, and his name was sti_cken off the
roll by the Pension Bureau. He obtained a pension nine
years afterwards, and this bill presented here is to pay him a
pension during those nine years. If my colleague’s bill should
pass the House, we might just as well make up our minds that
every time we pass a special pension bill, we must date it back
to the date of disability. I do not think when he desires to
break a precedent of that sort, he onght to take offense for not
being able fo pass a bill by unanimous consent, and without
discussion. -

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, the report on this bill shows
that the name of the soldier was improperly stricken from the
pension roll. The comupittee which afterwards recommended
the passage of a private bil said that they thought the passage
of that bill restored to him the pension which had iapsed during
the nine and odd years that he was off the roll. The report
in this case says:

On consideration the committee thinks that the name of the soldier
should not have been drc;plwd from the pension roll, and, therefore,
recommends the passage of this Dbill.

AMr, MANN. But it is true, is it not, that the Pension Office
would not restore the man to the pension roll until he got a
special act of Congress? The commiftee may now say, but
that does not carry much weight, that he ought not to have
been stricken from the roll, but the Pension Office would not
restore him.

Mr. GRAITAM. But it further appears that he was im-
properly stricken off, and the report here shows how. e
wias stricken off in 1880 by some sort of star-chamber process
then in effect. He was unjustly stricken from the roll. THe
isan old man, suffering from stomach trouble incurred in the
service, from which has grown something like epileptic fits.
He is Impoverished. He lives off his relatives now, part of
whom live in my district and a part of whom live in the dis-
trict of my friend from Missouri [Mr. Dickinsox]. I say, Mr.
Speaker, it is utterly useless for us to sit here and throw dice
as to which bill shall pass and which shall nof.

Mr. MANN. I think it is unwarrantable for the gentleman
to make that charge against the House because he can not get an
unworthy proposition passed through the House.

Mr. GRAHAM. T would like to know in advance who is
going to get the lucky dice.

Mr. MACON. Regular order, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. POWERS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a gues-
tion?

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan.
myself.

Mr. COOTER.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
imous consent.

Mr. COVINGTON.

I hope to get some lucky dice

Regnlar order, Mr. Speaker.
All of this debate is by unan-

I demand the regular order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded.
The Clerk will report the next bill.

Mr. COX. T ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker——

Mr. GRAHAM. The regular order.

Mr. HAYDEN. I hope the gentleman will not object.
is my bill, and I desire to explain it to the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The demand for the regular
order ii?l equivalent to an objection. The Clerk will report the
next bill

This

LIEUT. SYDNEY SMITI.

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R.
25623) to authorize the transfer of Lieut. Sydney Smith from
the retired to the active list of the Army.

The bill was read as follows:

A bill (H. R, 25623) to authorize the transfer of Lieat. Sydney Smith
from the retired to the active list of the Army.

Be it enacted ete., That First Lieut. Sydney Smith, who was retired
in June, 1808, be transferred from the retired list of the United Btates
Army to the active list, to take rank as thongh he had not been retired,
when there shall be a vacancy in that grade; but nothing herein con-
talned shall be construed to increase the total anthorized commissioned
strength of the Army.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. GRAHAM. Reserving the right to object——

The SPEAKELR pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr. GRaHAN ] object?

Mr. GRAHAM. Yes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
bill.

Mr. WATKINS, T hope the gentleman will not object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. May the Chair inquire whether
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GRaunaM] intends to object?

Mr. GRAHAM. The gentleman does.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next
bill.

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House adjourn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman fromm California
[Mr. Kanx] moves that the House adjourn. The question_is
on agreeing to that wmotion.

The guestion was taken, and the motion was rejected.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next
one,

The Clerk will read the next

HEIRS OF NICHOLAS CIANO,

The next business on the Private Calendar was the resolu-
tion (H. Res. 72<) referring the bill (H, R. 16737) for the re-
lief of the heirs of Nicholas Chano, deceased, to the Court of
Claims.

The resolution was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent congideration of the resolution?

Mr. GRAHAM. I reserve the right to object.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the regular order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Regular order is demanded.
The Clerk will report the next one.

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that there is no
quorum present.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, what became of the resolution?
No objection was made to the resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A demand for the regular
order is equivalent to an objection. The Clerk will report the
next bill.

Mpr. MANN. But no objection was made to the resolution.

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the point of no gquorum.

Mr. MANN. My colleague reserved the right to object, and
I asked for the regular order.

Mr. GRAHAM. I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
bilL.

The Clerk will report the next

GEORGE W. CARY.

The next business on the I'rivate Calendar was the bill (IT R,
25527) for the relief of George W. Cary.

The bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. GRAHAM. T cbject.

Mr. RAKER. Will not the gentleman withhold his objection
for a moment?

Mr. KENDALIL., The regular order, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next
bill.

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Speaker, T move that the House do now
adjourn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. Hasmrax] moves that the House adjourn. The question
is on agreeing to that mnotion.

Is there objection to the pres-
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The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an-
nounced that the noes seemed to have it.
Mr. HAMLIN, A division, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. GOLDFOGLE., Mr. Speaker, I raise the point that there
fs no quorum present.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri
[Mr., HavrIn] demands a division.
The House divided; and there were—ayes 18, noes 66.
So the House refused to adjourn.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next

bill.

Mr. GRAFAM.
ment of the Chair at this point.

Mr. Speaker, we could not hear the announce-

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes were 18 and the noes
were 66, and the House refused to adjourn.
Mr. GRAHAM. DMr. Speaker, it is evident that there is not a
gquornm present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will count.

[After

counting.] There are 138 gentleman present—not a quorum.
Mr. CLARK of Florida and Mr, MANN moved a call of the

House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. ManN] and the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Crark] move
a call of the House. The question is on agreeing to that motion.

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an-
nounced that the noes seemed to have it
I ask for a division on a call of the House. I
nmiake the point of order that the motion to adjourn is dilatery.

Ar. MANN.

We have just voted it down two or three times.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, A division is called for.

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 62, noes 30.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A call of the House is ordered.
The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will
notify absentees, and the Clerk will eall the roll.

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following Mem-
bers failed to answer to their names:

Adalr
Alken, 8. C,
Alexander
Allen
Ames
Anderson
Andrus
Ansber
Ashbroo
Ayres
Barchfeld
Barnhart
Bartholdt
Bartlett
Bates

Borland
Bradley
Brantley
Broussard
Brown
gulk.ley

urgess
Burke, Pa
Burleson
Burnett
Butler
Calder
Callaway
Candler
Cannon
Carter
Cary
Clayton
Cline
Conry
Copley
Cravens
Crunmpacker
Curley
Currier
Dalzell
Danforth
Daugherty
Davenport
Davidson
Davis, Minn.
Davis, W. Va.
De Forest
Dent
Dies
Dixon, Ind.
Dodds
Donolioe
Doughton

Dra
Driseoll, D: A.

Driscoll, M. E.

Dwight
Dyer
Eilerbe
Estepinal

Evans * Kindred
Fairchild Kinkaid, Nebr,
Fergusson Knowland
Ferris Konig
Pinley Konop
Fitzgerald Kopp
Focht Korbly
Tordney Lafean
Fornes Lafferty
Foss Langham
Fuller Langley
Gardner, Mass. Lawrence
Gardner, N. J. Lee, Ga
Garner Lenroot
Garrett Lindsay
George Linthicum
Gillett Littlepage
Glass Littleton
Goeke Longworth
Gaood Loud
Gould AleCall
Gray MeCoy
Greene, Ve~ MeGnilen
reene, AL e
Gregg, Pa. MecGauire, %cg&.
Grege, Te McKellar
Griest McKinley
Gu McLaughlin
Guernsey MecMorran
Hamill Maher
Hamilton, W. Va. Martin, Colo.
Hammond Martin, 8. Dak.
dwick Matthews
y Mays
Harris Merritt
Harrison, N .Y, AMillep
Hartman Mondell
Hau Moon, Fa.
Hawley Moon, Tenn.
Hay Moore, Tex,
Hayes Morgan, La.
Hetlin Morrison
Helgesen Morse, Wis,
Henry, Conn, Mott
Henry, Tex. Murdock
1 s Murray
‘.l{lﬁg Needham
Hinds Neel
Houston Norris
Howell
Howland dfield
Hughes, Ga Olmsted
Hughes, W, Va. (O’Shannessy
Hull Padgett
Humphrey, Wash. ;:fe
Jackson mer
James Parran
Johnson, Ky. Patten, N. Y,
Johnson, 8. C. Patton, a.
Jones Payne
Kent FPepper

r

elers

Plumley
Porter
Prince

r

Touty

Pujo
Ralney
Randell, Tex.

R
B

ansdell, La,
edfield

Rees

R
R
R
R

e}léy
eyburn
ichardson
fordan

Sloan
Bmith, Saml, W,
Smith, N. Y.
gparkman

peer
Stack
Steenerson
Stephens, Nebr,
Btephens, Tex.

tevens, Minn,

Sweet
Talbott, Md.
Taylor, Ohio

T
T
T

=l=]

hayer
histlewood
homas
ilson
ownsend

Turnbnll

U

nderhill

Underwood

Vare

X
W

reeland
‘eeks

o
Whitacre

White
Wilder
Wilson, IIL
Wil

Wood.'s. Towa

Young, Mich.
Xoung, Tex.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hundred and thirty-seven
Members, not a quorum, have answered to their names,

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad-
journ.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 10 o'clock and 6
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Saturday, February

15, 1913, at 11.30 o'cloek a. m.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clanse 2 of Rule XXIV, exeeutive communications
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows:

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on examination of
Mahoning River, Ohio, with a view to snagging that portion
between Warren and Levittshurg and 5 miles farther toward
its source (H. Poc. No. 1396) ; to the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors and ordered to be printed.

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on examination of
St. Johms River, Fla., from outlet of Lake Harney to Lake
Washington, including removal of bars in Lakes Harney and
Puzzle (IH. Doc. No. 1307) ; to the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors and ordered to be printed with illustrations.

3. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, sub-
mitting estimate of appropriation for the construction or pur-
chase of gasoline motor boat for service in the customs collec-
tion district of Corpus Christi, Tex. (IH. Doc. No. 1398) ; to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting
draft of legislation and recommending construction of new
assay office building, New York City (IL Doc. No. 1399) ; to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. PROUTY, from the Committee on the District of Colum-
bia, to which was referred the bill (S. 5861) to enjoin and
abate houses of lewdness, assignation, and prostitution: to de-
elare the same to be nuisances: to enjoin the person or persons
who conduct or maintain the same and the owner or agent of
any building used for such purposes; and fo assess a tax against
the person maintaining said nuisance and against the bunilding
and owner thereof, reported the same without amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 1517), which said bill and report
were referred to the House Calendar.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIOXNS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk,
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows:

Mr. GREEN of Iowa, from the Committee on Claims. to which
was referred the bill (H. R. 5352) for the relief of the estate
of Moses M. Bane, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 1516), which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. PEPPER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to

which was referred the bill (8. 2053) for the relief of George’
P. Chandler, reported the same without amendment, nccom-
panied by a report (No. 1518), which said bill and report were
referred fo the Private Calendar.
 Mr, ESTOPINAL, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, fo
which was referred the bill (8. 8348) waiving the age limit
for admission to the Pay Corps of the United States Navy in
the case of Minor Meriwether, jr., reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1520), which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXTT, bills, resolutions, and memerials
were introdoced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. CANTRILL: A blll (H. R. 28759) to regulate the
speed of common carriers of passengers by railroads in certain
cases, and to provide a punishment for a violation of the act:
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. MADDEN : A bill (H. R. 28760) for the establishment
of a bureau of public highways; to the Committee on Agri-
culture,

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY : A bill (H. . 28761) for the purchase
of additional land and for repairing the Federal building at
Bristol, R. IL; to the Committee on PIublic Buildings and
Grounds.

| . |
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Dy Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 28764) to amend section 2
of an act entitled “An nect regulating fees and costs, and for
other purposes,” approved February 22, 1875; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Also, a bill (H. . 28765) to amend section 44 of an act ap-
proved March 4, 1909, entitled “An act to codify, revise, and
amend the penal laws of the United States™; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetfs: Resolution (H. Res,
836) amending the rules of the House of Representatives; to
the Committee on Rules.

Also, resolution (I1. Res. S37) directing the Secretary of the
Treasury to furnish the House of Represeuntatives with certain
information; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: Resolution (H. Res.
838) to provide for reprinting House Document No. 1346; to the
Committee on Printing.

By Mr. FRENCIH : Memorial from the Legislature of the State
of Idaho, protesting against the House amendment to the Senate
bill known as the threc-year homestead bill; to the Committee
on the Public Lands.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:
By Mr. McCALL: A bill (IT. It. 2876G2) for the relief of Pat-
rick Conley: to the Commitiee on Military Affairs.
By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 28763) granting a pension to
Celestia Watkins; fo the Committee on Invalid I'ensions.

PETITIOXNS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions aud papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. ANSBERRY : Petithon of T citizens of the fifth con-
gressional distriet of Ohio, favoring the passage of legislation
to provide a suitable reward for Arlington A. Robinson as a
testimonial for services rendered to the United States in dis-
covering the true northern axis of the mrtb ete.; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations,

By Mr. BATES: Petition of the Erie County Bird Club, of
Peunsylvania, favoring the passage of the McLean bill for the
Federal protection of migratory birds; to the Committee on
Agrienlture.

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota : Petition of sundry citizens
of Brown Counry, 8. Dak., favoring the passage of legislation
for an investigation of the persecution by the Government of
the editors of the Appeal to Ileason; to the Committee on Ex-
penditures in the Post Office Department.

Also, petition of the Webster Commercial Club, of Webster,
8. Dak., favoring the passage of the Weeks bill (H. R, 27567)
for a 1-cent letter-postage rate; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Itoads.

By Mr, CALDER: Petition of members of the Bird Lover
Club of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring the passage of the MecLean
bill Tor granting Federal protection to migratory birds: to the
Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of Local Columbus of Socialist
Party of Kansas, favoring the passage of legislation for an in-
vestigation of the persecution of the editors of the Appeal to
Reason by the Government; to the Committee on Expenditures
in the Post Office Department.

By Mr. DYER: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 22741)
granting a pension to Thomas Paine; to the Committee on
Pensions.

Also, petition of the St. Louis Screw Co., St. Louis, Mo.,
favoring the passage of Senate bill 7782, for a 1-cent letter-
%ostgge rate; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post

oads.

Also, petition of Ernest Thompson Seton, Greenwich, N. J.,
favoring the passage of the McLean bill granting Federal pro-
tection to all migratory birds; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of the Downtown Taxpayers' Association,
Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring insertion of a clause in the naval
appropriation bill providing for the building of one of the new
battleships in a Government navy yard; to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

Also, papers to accompany bill (H. R. 27803) granting a pen-
sion to John G. Hunt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of Edward Schnurr, O. H. Kurtz, J. Welch,
Conrad Peterson, Louis Kettmann, John N. Chadeaym, J. E.
Baker, and J, C. Ramsay, of St. Louis, Mo., favoring the passage
of House bill 25685, providing for the labeling and tagging of all
fabries and articles of clothing intended for sale which enter
into interstate and foreign commerce, and providing penalties

for misbranding; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce,

By Mr. FULLER : Petition of Harry M. Pollard, of Mendota,
I111., favoring the passage of the McLean bill for the Federal
pmtection of migratory birds; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of the Amerl(:an Protective Tariff League, New
York, for the repeal of section 2 of the Canadian reciproecity act
and for protection for the paper and pulp industry; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Illinois legislative board of the Brother-
hood of Locomotive Engineers, Charleston, 1ll., favoring the
passage of the workman's compensation bill as amended by the
Judiciary Committee of the House of Representatives; to the
Cemmittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr, GOULD: Petition of doctors of Bucksport, Me., pro-
testing against the passage of House bill 28277, providing a spe-
cial tax on the sale of opium or coca in any form; to the Com-
mitiee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of the Woman's Club, of Skowhegan, Me,
protesting against the passage of any legislation tending to de-
stroy the present national system of forest preservation; to the
Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of Little River Grange, No. 306,
Hawmpton, Conn., favoring the passage of the agricultural ex-
tension bill for the advancement of the interests of agriculture;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. LAFFERTY : Petition of the Friends Quarterly Meef-
ing, of Portland, Oreg., protesting against the passage of IHouse
bill 8141, for enlarging the Army and Navy; to the Committee
on '\Iiiit.n\' Affairs,

DBy Mr. LEVY : Petition of American Pmtocti\e Tariff Leagne
of New York, for the repeal of section 2 of the Canadian reci-
procity act and for protection for the paper and pulp industry;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. LINDSAY : Petition of American Protective Tariff
League of New York, for the repeal of section 2 of the Cana-
dian reciprocity act, and for protection for the paper and pulp
industry; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MANN: Petition of the League of Cook Couniy (IIL)
Clubg, Chicago, I, favoring the passage of legislation for re-
dn]c-ttou of the tax on nlemnmgnrlue to the Committee on Agri-
culture

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Petition of the Webstor
Commercial Club, of Webster, 8. Dak., favoring the passage of
the Weeks bill (H. R. 27567) for a 1-cent letter-postage rate;
to the Committee on the Post Office and 'ost Roads.

By Mr. MATTHEWS: Petition of the Woman's Christian
Temperance Union of Monongahela, Pa., favoring the passage of
the Kenyon-Sheppard bill for 1meventing the shipment of liguors
into dry territory; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY : Petition of Howard I. Gardner,
Providence, R. I.; Mand L. Stevens, Newport, . I.; Judith B.
Hopkins, East Providence, R. I.; and the Rhode Island Iforti-
cultural Society, favoring the passage of the MclLean bill for
the Federal protectlon of migratory birds; to the Committee on
Agrienlture.

Also, petition of M. Vervena, Providence, R. I., protesting
against the passage of Senate bill 3175, for the restriction of
inmuigration; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion,

By Mr. REILLY : Petition of the Downtown Taxpayers' As-
sociation, Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring the insertion of a clause in
the naval appropriation bill providing for the building of one of
the new battleships in 2 Government navy yard; to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs.

Also, pelition of the system Federation of Harriman Lines,
favoring the passage of legislation for investigation of the
present condition of equipments of the raillways and for im-
provement of the condition of the American railway employee;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also. petition of the Indiana State Sealers’ Association, In-
dianapolis, Ind., favoring the passage of legislation providing
for a standard barrel for fruits, vegetables, and other dry com-
modities; to the Commitiee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce,

By Mr. SMALL: Petition of the Board of Trade of Winston-
Salem, N. O., favoring the passage of legislation for amending
the banking laws of the United States; to the Committee on
Banking and Cuarrency.

By Mr. SPARKAMAN : Petition of No. 1765, United Brother-
hood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, Orlando, Fla.,
favoring the passage of the Clayton limitation bill relative to
amending certain laws of the judiciary; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.
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By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of Fremont Brown and other citi-
zens of Urbana, Ohio, favoring the passage of legislation asking
for an investigation of the Federal prison at Fort Leavenworth,
Kans, ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

DBy Mr. WILSON of New York: Petition of the Sailors’ Union
of the Atlantic, New York, relative to the payment of the crews
of the Panama Steamship Line and the special privileges granted
to said company which is controlled and owned by the United
States Government; to the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce.

Also, petition of the Unity Republican Club, of the twentieth
assembly district, New York, favoring the passage of House bill
25685, providing for the labeling and tagging of all fabrics and
articles of clothing intended for sale which enter into interstate
and foreign commerce, and providing penalties for misbranding;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

SENATE. -

Saturoay, February 15, 1913.
(Legislative day of Tucsday, Febiruary 11, 1913.)

The Senate reassembled at 12 o'clock meridian, on the ex-

piration of the recess. g
EXERCISES FOR TIIE DAY.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Avavstus 0. Bacox) called
the Senate to order and directed the Secretary to read the reso-
Iution of the Senate adopted on the 2Sth of January last.

The Secretary (Charles G. Bennett) read the resolution, as
follows :

Resolred, That Saturday, the 15th day of February, be set apart for
njn{:mpriate exercigses in commemoratlon of !he'li c.‘character. and
wmiblic service of the late Jaymes 8. SHERMAN, Vice President of the

Inited States and I'resident of the Henate of the United States.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is now in session
for the purposes of this resolution.

GUESTS OF TIIE SENATE.

At 12 o¢lock and 3 minutes p. m. the Sergeant at Arms
(E. L. Corneliusg) announced the Speaker and Members of the
House of Representatives of the United States.

The Speaker was escorfed to a seat on the left of the Presi-
dent pro tempore, and the Members of the House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk, Sergeant at Arms, and Chaplain of the House
ocenpied the seats assigned them.

At 12 o'clock and 6 minutes p. m. the Sergeant at Arms an-
nouneed the Chief Justice of the United States and the Associate
Justices of the Supreme Court of the United States, who were
conducted to the seats provided for them in the area in front
of the Secretary's desk,

At 12 o'clock and 8 minutes p. m. the Sergeant at Arms an-
nounced the ambassadors and ministers plenipotentiaries from
foreign countries to the United States, and they were conducted
to the seats assigned them.

At 12 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m. the Sergeant at Arms an-
nounced the President of the United States and the members of
liis Cabinet, who were escorfed to the seats provided for them
in the space in front of the Secretary’s desk.

The other invited guests, the judges of the Commerce Court,
tlie judges of the Court of Customs Appeals, the judges of the
courts of the District of Columbia, the officers of the Army and
Navy stationed in Washington, the members of the Interstate
Commerce Commission, and the members of the Civil Service
Commission, occupied seats on the floor of the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Prayer will now be offered by
the Chaplain of the Senate.

PRAYER.

The Chaplain of the Senate, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Plerce, D. D.,
offered the following prayer:

Almighty God, our heavenly Father, Thou hast been our
dwelling place in all generations. Before the mountains were
brought forth, or ever Thou hadst formed the earth and the
world, even from everlasting to everlasting, Thou art God. We
thank Thee, O Holy One, that in a world of fleeting change and
where naught abides we can take refuge in Thee who inhabitest
eternity. Because Thou art so great, and for that Thy years
have no end, therefore canst Thou stoop even to us who seem
but children of a day. Bend over us now, we beseech Thee, and
for our weakness give Thou us of Thy strength, and in the
darkness of our sorrow bid the light of Thy Holy Spirit to shine
upon ns.

Thou knowest all, our Father, and because Thon knowest
Thou canst help. Thou knowest how weak and frail we are.

Therefore look we unto Thee, who art Lord alike of life

and of death. To Thine unfailing compassion we turn, even
to Thee, who dost note Thy children’s pain and sorrow. We
bring to Thee our empty hearts, our loneliness, our pain, and
lay them at Thy feet. If we drop a tear, it is not because we
doubt Thee or because we murmur at Thy will, but because of
the great love we bear to him whom Thou hast called from our
visible presence and whom we this day mourn. In Thy name
we consecrate this day to him.

Thou hast taken from us, our Father, the Vice President of
this Nation and the President of this Senate. As we record
the greatness of our logs and faintly utter our tributes of love
and honor, aid Thou us. Touch Thou our lips, we pray Thee,
that the measure of our hearts’ affection may find utterance
this day. Inspire our minds, and by Thy Holy Spirit quicken
onr remembrance, that the life which Thou hast taken from us
may live before us as he lives hefore Thee,

0O Thou who art the Giver of every good and perfect gift, sin-
cere and fervent thanks we render unto Thee for the life, the
character, and the public service of Thy servaut, the Vice Presi-
dent of the United States. For the fruitage of his labors, for
the blessed and unfading memory of his life, for these, our
Fafher, we thank Thee more than our lips can say. And now,
that Thou hast called Thy servant to Thy nearer presence snid
to Thy higher service, we yield him to Thy love and keeping.
May his soul rest in peace!

We commend to Thee, most merciful Father, the hearts made
desolate by this loss. Let the light of Thy countenance dispel
the grief and gloom of the home where Thy servant was wont to
dwell. Comfort, we pray Thee, the wife and family as we, alas,
can not do. Touch their hearts with Thy love and heal their
wounds. Though Thou leadest them through the valley of the
shadow of death, may they fear no evil. Let the rod of Thy
faithfulness and the staff of Thy loving kindness comfort them.
Give unto them beauty for ashes, the oil of joy for mourning,
and the garment of praise for the spirit of heaviness. Gra-
ciously grant that neither life with its burdens nor death with
its sorrows may be able to separate them from the love of God
which is in Christ Jesus our Lord.

And now may God our Father, who hast loved us with an
everlasting love and ecalled us into His eternal kingdom in
Christ, comfort our hearts and stablish them in every good word
and in every good work. Unto Him be glory and honor, domin-
ion and power, now and forevermore. Amen.

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE VICE FRESIDENT SHERMAN.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. For the purposes of this
commemoration a cerfain order of exercises has been adopted,
in pursuance of which there will be addresses made by Sena-
tors and some of the guests on this oceasion. The Chair now
recognizes the senior Senator from New York [Mr. Itoor].

ADDRESS OF SENATOR ROOT,

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, Vice President SmeErMAN was
born in the city of TUtica, on the banks of the Mohawk, on
the 24th of October, 1855. He came of English siock. His
father, Richard U. Sherman, was a native of the same county
and was one of its well-known and esteemed citizens. His grand-
father, Willett Sherman, was one of the early settlers upon the
lands relinguished by the Onelda Indians toward the close of the
eighteenth century, and he was one of the first manufacturers
of central New York. The grandson wag graduated from Ham-
ilton College in the class of 1878. He was admitted to the
bar in 1880 and became a successful lawyer. In 1884 he was
made mayor of his native city. In 1880 he was chosen by the
people of the great manufacturing region of the upper Mohawk
to represent them in the Fiftieth Congress; and for more than
20 years he continued to represent them with hut one break
in his continuous service through reelection to the Iifty-first,
Fifty-third, Fifty-fourih, Fifty-fifth, Fifty-sixth, Fifty-seventh,
Fifty-eighth, Fifty-ninth, and Sixtieth Congresses. Ile became
a potent factor in the House of Representatives. IIe was an
active member of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce; he was chairman of the Commiitee on Indian Affairs;
and he was long a member of the Comumittee on Rules, one
of that little group of three constituting a majority of the
committee, who, under the former rules of the House, guided
the course of legislation and accomplished the nearest ap-
proach to responsible parliamentary govermment which this
couniry has ever seen. Through frequent designalion as
Chairman to preside over the House sitting in Commitfee of
the Whole, where so great a part of the business of the IHouse
is done, he gradunally rose to general recognition as a parlin-
mentarian of the first order and a presiding officer of the
highest effectiveness. In his own city, as the years passeil,
evidences accumulated of the respect and confidence in which
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